~ and jolned in the hope that a sa.tisfactory
regolution of this crisis might open the way
.7'to the settlement of other problems out-
" standing between the West and the Soviet
£ TUnion.

- ~% December 21, 1962: The Soviet Communist
" Party newspaper Pravda, in one of the
bluntest Moscow attacks on the Peking re-
gime, accused Red China and 1its ally, Al-
- ‘Bania, of “subversive aetivities” that serlous-
" Ty enidanger world communism;

~ Pravda cited recent party congresses in
;- “Bulgaria, Hungary, Cgzechoslovakia, and
“ Ttaly where both Red China and Albania
‘came under open attack for opposing Soviet
" poliey in the Cuban crisis.

Pravda sald peaceful coexistence has be-
“gottis the ™general line™ of foreign policy
© “Pforf Russia and its Communist allies because
"gocialism and communism do not need
Wdrs to demonstrate their superiority over
'Capttalism 2
5"~ December 22, 1962: A U.S. official source
snid today the first planeload of Cuba in-
“gasion prisoners would be flown to Florida
‘gbout 8:30 eastern standard time, Decem-
ber 23.

“ Former Prestdent Eisenhower belleves
fruth is a far better weapon in the cold war
‘against communism than managed news. -
-~ Mr. Eisemhower sald he has no réason to
think the American people have not been
told the truth on the Cuban situation, but
‘he noted that he doesn’'t know all the facts.
~ He sa1d he sees no reason why the admin-
* “mtration should not now release a full and
‘officlal version. of what happened in the
© “@isastrous attempt to invade Cuba in April
~1961. The Bay of Pigs invasion is now his-
tory, he said, and the official story should
‘have been told long ago.
~ December 23, 1062: Prime Minister Fidel
~Casgtro, In expansive mood, greeted members
“of the ransom ship African Pilot today and
“Jestingly declared a 24-hour state of peace
with the United States in observance of the
“gdods-for-prisoners exchange.
= "The 10,000<ton freighter tied up in Havana
Harbor at 2:05 p.m. with $11 million worth of
food ahd drugs as downpayment for the free~
dom of 1,113 Cubdn Bay of Pigs invasion
“captives.
** About 3 hours later, the first flights left a
“military airbase near Havana carrying Iib-
: - ] “Brated prisoners to the United States.
L Minnes od H = "December 23, 1062: United States and So-
L “of Amer 5 X viet megotiators conferred in an unusual
‘Bunday meeting today but failed to make
“EAY progiésdin thelir effort to wind up the
* "Cuban crisis by Christmas.

“éxpected tHAE
he, ‘becatise it "
t

8 -~ Infarmed sources sald the positions of the
el two sides remained virtually unchanged fol~
5 Tatin Towiiig the 2%, -hour session held at the So-
1 R viet mission headquarters in New York.
¥ %‘éﬁ'%f&f po " The United States was represented by Am-
i ﬁa’fﬁ’"”’ - * “bassador Charles W. Yost and Special Repre-

‘Fetitative John J. McCley. The Soviet dele-
‘pation was “headed by Deputy Forelgn
“Ministers Vaslly Kuznetsov and Valerian A.
~ “Zorin.
TH'he ‘release of 1118 ~ December 24, 1962: Adlai Stevenson, chief
df‘% '?‘?’Eﬁ“efﬁﬁ"’f UB. délegate to the United Nations, predicte&
i ”‘T’T _y “taday there would be another Cuban crisis in
) m"Ta:,greement ‘1963-<—this one a verbal uproar by Castro.dele-
dfor “gates In the U.N. agalnst continuing Ameri-
‘€4 inspection flights over the island dicta-
fors 1ip.
™ ‘Stevenson sald In an interview at his coun-
- iry home near Libertyville, 1il,, that he ex-
Peéted the Cubans to attempt to retallate
" "In the UN, for the confinuing American
jeéfflights “which we claim we are entitled
. "to’ thake because of Castro’s refusal to give
" ¢ the right to ground inspection, to which
tHe  Russians had acquiesced when ‘they
- Ggréed to withdraw thelr missiles and
bombers.” -
Stevenson

e fOI' a regiona?l a.rms
C

) earlﬂx release of the Americans, foo.

the tuture is to guard against their reintro-
duction into Cuba.””

December 24, 1962: The last of 1,113 Cu~
ban.invesion prisoners ransomed from Cu-

-~ pan Premier Fidel Castro in a Christmas

Eve wrapup: of & $563-million alrlift to free-
dom, landed here tonight.

President Kennedy tonight sald he was
“extremely pleased” that the Cuban prison~
ers had been released.

In a statement issued here, the President .
said it was “in the interest of our national
principles”. that these men had been saved
“from a slow death.”

December 25, 1962: Agra.rian Reform Chief
Carlos Rafael Rodriguez has affirmed that
Soviet and Czechoslovak aid.will enable the
“Cuban economy to develop. at the rate set
for next year, the Havana newspaper Hoy
reported today.

Rodriguez, president - of the ‘Cuban na-
tional Agrarian Reform . Inshitute.returned

:to Havana yesterday from a trip to Moscow

and Prague at the head of a Cuban trade

Jdelegation.

He told newsmen on hjs return "thls trxp
has strengthened even more the friendship
and cooperatlon between our respective peo-
ples.”

“The results (o! the trip) - could not be
more satisfactory for Guba -since -all trade
matters for 1963  have been covered i he
said.

Premier ¥Fidel Ca.stro switched signals to-
day and told relatives of ransoied invasion
prisoners - that if they want to go ta the
United States they must buy their way out
of Cuba with their homes and automobiles.

Castro first announced that relatives could
obtain an exit permit from Cuba If: they
presented proof that they were part of the
immediate families of invasion prisoners.

Then the offer was changed to exclude all
but parents, brothers, wives, and sons when
the number of people Jamming government™
offices skyrocketed.

December 26, 1962: The freighter Ajrican
Pilot, packed with 923 Cuban emigrants
salled tonight for Florida. Released by a
“Christmas bonus” deal with Fidel Castro,
they will rejoin their close relatives, the Bay
of Pigs prisoners ransomed earlier this week.

December 26, 1962: Communist China
launched a 10-day nationwide support-Cuba
campaigh today with high praige for Premier
Fidel Castro’s firmness in the face of what
were described as aggressive designs by the
United States. .

The commentary sald the United States
“resorted to eveéry means” during the past
year to crush the Castro regime. But it
failed- because of Castro’s herolc spirit of
daring to struggle and darfhg to win.”

“When the - U.S. gunboats bombarded
Havana and imposed & military blockage on -
Cuba, the 7 million Cubans mobilized again
and again and armed themselves as one man,
preparing. resclutely fto repulse any aggres-
sion from the enemy,” the broadcast said.

December 27, 1862 President Kennedy to-
day accepted an invitation from Cuban iree-
"dom fighters to inspect thelr “brigade in
Miami Saturday and told them he hoped
someday to visit a free Cuba.

“Manuel Artime, civil Kéad of the brigade,
said the ident exp iatic
“for’

TE
“heroic efforts which were
_behalf of freeing our country
; in bebalf of the free world
TJ’S. officials “were Incréasingly optlinistic
‘yesterday that 23 Americans long held in
Cuban jails may be released.
The optimism was based on Teports from
lawyer James B, Donovah, who errang‘e«i for
the return of the Cuban invasion tT}:}risoners

nly
“but

Premier ¥idel Castro has promised

ngton informants sald the
) P sin
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hher on November 29 1 received a letter

in reply to that telegram from Frederick
Dutton, Assistant Secretary of State,

wmch stated, among other things:
~'Kiiy Utlted Btates assurance agalnst an
Inva&loh of Tiaba will not ' (uarantee commu-
tﬁsm “agalnst the unlled actlon of freemen
ih this Bemlsphere. ~—~ """

'I‘hls answer is vague. It is now com-
mgw Ught that there is a situation In
Cuba which is endangering freedom in

' Western Hemlsphere,
of Defense McNamara,
while denying long-distance missiles
are in Cuba, admits that there is a build-
up of crack combat units of the Russian
Army in Cuba, armed with the most mod-
ern-weapons. He admits that this force

Of_combal troops,
%mm%tﬁmmm Cuba. pumbers many
thousands. Other sources estimate that

t.here are more than 40,000 of these com-
bat troops. This force, also armed with
acores of the most ‘modern Russlan
planes, the Mig-21, is sufficlent to have
absolute control of Cuba—even against
Castro.
Commpmsts alse_have organized, In

Q‘g re‘:sf %on %ne %’%:ﬁiﬁ e

‘Che” Guevara, an expert on
gnerrﬂla warmre who recently wrote a
bock on this subject. At least five Rus-
-sien generals are participating in these
-sthools. Thousands of students are be-
‘ng trained to return to their own coun-
tries—Mexlco, Brazll, Venezuela, Peruy,

in addition to Rus-

-and_other ‘South and Central American
—to commit sabotage and lead

__revolutions. On the last day of Janu-
-ary, this school graduated 1,017, each of
-+whom is to become an instructor.

- These conditions bring to mind the
ominous statement and prophecy made
morethen 158 years ago by Stanley Miko-

" TAJCIE, ex-Premler of Poland _He sald

- O RuSSIRn comy

“men and woman of every

. Rilsala,
nation are now being tznlned and schooled

n to their

mtive"hngs ﬁi&h"’fbey kﬁSiv 80 ﬁi’ﬁma%ely,w'
% X 2 QREOW., .

AT ' nxie gng-
e ge u_y,u; gguntries Jaﬁa-
8 n ‘Chinese to a,
rhaisns J!a. ‘blacks To nﬂe “blacks,
and Am:rlcans to rule America. -

"Thus Russia has planted in Cuba a
vic!ou.s school of Communist revolution,

waining Mexicans to destroy freedom
.and rule in Mexico, Peruvians in Peru,
Braziliang in Brazil, Haitlans in Haiti,
Nicaraguans in Nicaragus, just as the
Polish Premier said, except that this
school is conducted within 80 miles of the
United States.

Not only does this viclous and secretive
Communist attack on our free neighbors
of Latin America threaten Western free-
dom, but allowing this school to operate
-under our implied protection wrecks the
confidence and faith in the United States
as the leader of the free world. Perhaps
we are spending an undue amount of
time worrying about misstles in Cuba and
net enough time worrying about the sub-

versive_threat which can be far more

dangerous to the {ree world,

The Presldent is aware ot this {hreat.

»
‘-
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Under our Consti%uﬁon the Presxderit 1s
the one who must assume leadership and
take the appropriate action.

‘Hmctmen Oppose Cbanges in Quaran-

tine Restrictions

EX'I'ENSION OF REMARKS
RN -

~ HON. WILLIAM L. ST. ONGE

OF CONNECTICUT
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, January 29, 1963

Mr. ST, ONGE. Mr. Speaker, under
leave to extend my remarks, I wish to
insert into the Rrecorp the text of a
resolution adopted by the American As-
sociation of Nurserymen at their second
legislative conference, held in Chicago
on December 18, 1962. The resolution
expresses the oppositxon of the nursery
industry to any revisions of quarantine
37 “which would obviate inspection of
plant materials at a designated port of

-.enfry in the United States.”

The resolution was forwarded to me by
the Connecticut Nurserymen’s Associa-
tion, whose members believe that loosen-
ing the quarantine restrictions may
result in the Introduction of insect and
disease pests from abroad. This is a
matter of great concern to nurserymen
in Connecticut where nursery farming
.is a fast-growing activity. Already we
have 666 nurseries in our State growing
stock on thousands of acres. I believe
the Department of Agriculture, and the
Plant Quarantine Division in particular,
should give serious consideration to the
views of this industry.

.. The Connecticut Nurserymen’s Asso-
.clation was organized back in 1907. Its
mgujop officers are from my district.
W. Norman Leghorn, president of
t.he association, is from Cromwell, Conn.
-Mr. Hendrik Verkade, Jr., the vice presi-
dent, is from New London, Conn. The
assuriation’s executive secretary, Mr.
Charles Barr, Is from West Haven, Conn.
__ The resolution reads as follows: _
BI&DLU,TIQH ; R

The members of the second legislatlve
conference, sponsored by the American As-
sociation of Nurserymen, Inc., assembled in
conference at the Hotel La Salle, Chicago,
Il., have viewed with alarm the proposed
revision of quarantine 37.

‘Whereas there are hundreds of potentlally
serious insect and disease pests restdent Iin
the United States; and

"Whereas the percentage of interceptions
of potentially serlous pests Intercepted at
‘ports of entry increases annually; and

"Whereas eradication of Introduced pests
is always expensive and frequently impossi-
ble; and
-~ "Whereas there 18 no assurance that plant
products frequently used as packing are pest
free prior to processing and eventual use;
and

“Whereas there could be no assurance that
‘the shipments would not be contaminated
en route from the site of origin either In
foreign ports or aboard ship: Therefore be it
-.Resolved, That we, the undersigned,

. official representatives of the nursery in-
_dustry of several States, oppose any change

in gquarantine 37, which wpuld obviate
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" The most momentous news growing out of

dlines whatever. On tHe
~ Pasls o"fi;he :inﬁ“uence t will havé on The Tives
-~ ‘and Tiberty of nearly 180 million Americans,

~ paper In the Natlon: “Soviet Test ban
" “Bréaking Steals U.S. Strategic Superiority;
- Tommunists Now Far Ahead in Technology
i Nuclear Superweapons.”
* "~Thus, in 1963, if Khrushchev traps us into
&gt ban II, he will have completely reversed
“the 1961 situation. U.S. nuclear technology
 «xill be frozen in a position vastly inferior to
'that of the Soviets.

~The specific basia for the headline above is
“that the Soviet test ban breaking series of
September 1961, enabled them to lmprove
- <their nuclear explosive yield-to-welght ratio
- -up to 1,000 percent, in the strategic and
-superweapon categories.

--From heing able to get only half as much
POWEF 48 the United States did from each
- pound of nuclear material, they leapfrogged
- =pver us to obtaln up to five times more yield
“‘per pound than we had in 1961,

-~The military significance of such a sen-
‘sational gain in explosive efficlency is stag-
-gering. It’s like acquiring—virtually with-
- “out cost in potential nuclear explosive power
priced, at U.S. standards, at. some $90 bil-
1lion. It’s like being able to add to a na-
- “tional arsenal of conventional explosives, ad-
ditional tons of TNT sufficient to fill a string

ofﬂclally mformed the préss”
5 s d made a”

some 80 times.

~=Such figures are not, of course, necessarily
meaningful—especially to us. That they
have a deep meaning to Khrushchev was
demonstrated by his Cuban missile adven-
ture. He obviously is convinced thils un-
- ~precedented bonanza of additional nuclear
= power will provide him with the overwhelm-
-ing military might to conguer the world
-without undue risk of massive nuclear re-
tallation. His test-ban cheating gains have
enabled him to adopt the grimmest of all nu-~
-clear strategles: The strategy of the ‘“cal-
culated win.”

- How can & tenfold increase in nuclear ex-
»plosive efficiency so quickly revolutionize the
- -military power which controls the world?
The answer lles In the fact that nuclear ma-~
terinls In weapons stockpiles can be re-
-worked in accordance with new techniques.
-The Soviets acquired, therefore, the immedi-
-ate potentlal of multiplying the megaton~
-nage of their stockpile by a factor of up to
-10.
- »'The most reliable nonofficlal estimates of
'the Soviet stockpile put it at about 20 kilo-
-megatons (20,000 million tons of TNT equlv-
‘alent) in 1861. It is theoretically possible,
~ -therefore, that-—without adding any new
-nuclear material other than to offset normal
~deterioration—they could rework the total-
1ty of their explosive power toward 200 kilo-
‘tHegEtons.

The 1961 U.S. stockpile was unofficially
‘estimated at 40 kilomegatons. It had taken
-us some 20 years and $20 billion to bulld it
“up to that.

The Soviet’s spectacular increase in explo-
sive power per pound has some additional
y_ . military effects even more significant than

" “the explosive poweér of their nuclear stock-

_thelr test-ban cheating 1s in the multiplic
f ‘tlon they can Now secure in the “numbers

“thelr nuclear weaponry. A simplified formula
for this is stated as follows: “A threefold in-

“the same as doubling the number of weap-
ons.”

b straight ‘to
~of Beores of
t—a onnfm

“~7pound of nuclear material in the warheads,

The Bovxet text ban I violation, however, still

* $his news should have headlihed every news-"

~ “the capability of multiplying the totality of”

“plle. "The second military asset derived from ~

crease In the explosive power per pound is~

- 'I‘hus the Sovlets estlmated number” ot,
weapons in 1961—some 10 000——-wou1d wlthk

February 11
the tenfold Increass in explosive power per

become the equivalent in ‘“nuclear destruc-
_tiveness” of 133,000 weapons of the low-
‘power-per-pound warhead type they had
Tore they trapped us in test ban 1.
The republication of this formula, in this
“connéction, should raisé some shrill voices in
elite circles in Washington. It can expose
many deceptive half-truths bheing fed the
public. For an outstanding example the
* “missile gap in reverse” myth is based
entirely on numbers of missles, and ignores
completely the destructive power of missile
warheads. Thus it is said, “We have 200
ICBM’s. The Soviets have only 100 ICBM’s.
We have 8 2 to 1 lead.”” The implication is
that our missile force is also twice as power-
ful. But what about the warheads?

Our.newest and soon to be most numerous
missile, Minuteman, has a warhead of about
one-half of 1 megaton now. Assume we can
double it to 1 megaton, The Soviets—with
their test ban gained greater yield-to-weight
ratio, and much more powerful rocket thrust,
undoubtedly have operational missiles of 30
megatons. Applying the destructiveness
formula, the 100 Soviet missiles could equal
not merely 200 U.S. Minuteman missiles—but
2,000 of them. So, the “misslle gap in
reverse” can be reversed again,

The Soviets most probably do not have
100 30-megaton missiles—yet. They now
have, however, the capability of producing
that many very fast. This Is because of the
third great military advantage they secured

of boxcars stretching to the moon and back\ from thelr nuclear test series which de-

stroyed test ban-I. They can now package
a 30-megaton warhead in a smaller casing,
having less welght, than that of their old
5 megaton warheads. Warheads of the same
power as carried by their pre-1961 rockets
can be packaged in incredibly smaller and
lighter casings.

This simplifies and reduces the cost of the
rocket vehicles necessary to carry them.
The missiles can be much smaller, need less
rocket thrust and fuel, and less complex
guidance systems. As the missiles get lighter
and smaller, it is increasingly easier to move
them about and conceal them, and less ex-
pensive to protect them with concrete and
steel silos. This raises the possibility ‘of
Soviet development of the so-called bantam
missiles—small in size, easy to hide, but
powerful of warhead. Persistent reports
place numbers of these bantams in Cuba
now-—along with the known presence of lead-~
ing Soviet missile experts.

The Soviets undoubtedly secured addi-
tional gains out of making and breaking test
ban I. The above outline is derived from
nonclassifled sources, and is, of course incom-
plete. The specific galns described, however,
are ‘more than enough to demonstrate that
the result of test ban I was a major military
disaster for the United States.

Precisely because trusting the Soviets in
test ban I did result in such a major mili-
tary disaster to the United States, should’
not the first question concerning test ban II
be this: “Is there any reasonable safeguard

provided to protect the United States against
Lthe Soviets doing exactly the same thing

By a sion, however, the entire
attention of the American i people and the

‘Congress has been focused on the much
C

_type eating the
C did not engage 1 ring test ban
I.” All of the many genuine concessions
“made openly by the United States and all the
meagnaminous phoneys made by the Soviets,

relate to inspectlon to detect minor cheat-

ing—low-powered clandestine underground
_shots..

""\What we should have learned from test
b
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1963

of closing ports in the United States so
"that U.8, good would not be shipped in
sty vessel that frades with Cuba. How-
ever, the Amerfcan Maritime Assocla-
tion has just stated that the shipping
‘orders that the Government. jssued to
date are weak andinaggxg te and that
they will not stop non-Soviet vessels
from trading with Cuba. I want to urge

- that our Government take a firm policy .

4n closing our ports to any ship sailing
the flag of any nation which allows
ships to trade with Cuba, that we urge
strong action by the Organization of
"Amer]can States to close all ports In this
‘- hemlisphere to the ships of any nation
. trading with Cuba. Less talk of con-
flicting arms reports and more action of
‘& positive nature is what the American
people want.
S e——— R ——
“DR. STEFAN T. POSSONY'S VIEWS
.2 ON NUCLEAR TESTING
. (Mr. HOSMER asked and was given
permisston to extend his remarks at this
‘point in the Recorp and include extrane-

its gh

~ _ousmatter,)

Mr. HOSMER. ~ Mr. Speaker, Dr. Ste-

{an T. Possony is director of the interna-
“Honal political studies program of the
Hooyer Institution on War, Revolution,
-&nd Peace. He has devoted a lifetime to
gtudy of international power relation-
ships with particular reference to U.S.
strategy and tactics in relation to the
threats of nupism. His views on
nuclear testing, submitted to the Repuh-
. Hean conference committee on that sub-
Ject are the following:
"Fuk URcGENCY oF Srzious TESTING
o {8y Dr. Stefan T. Possony)
~In 1081, N. 8. Khryshchey, Premier of the
-Boviet Union, announced that the Saviet
jmilitary forces would be equipped with nu-
clear arms essing a firepower of 100
. megatons. nce the Sovieta place highest
rellance on misslles, this announcement is
10 be inferpreted to mean that, in sddition
to_guperbombs, the Bovlels are working on
misgile warheads which could develop 50 w0
100 megaton ylelds.

Accordingly, the Soviets must make
eOormous jmprovements in thelr nuclear ef-
ficlency. They have, In fact, conducted &

_subsianilal cumber of high yleld tests
Aduring 1861 and 1962, Whether or not their
objective wiil be reached, they have demon-

- .strated a strong Intent to center their mili-
fary power squarely on superyleld weapons.

After the completion of their 1962 serles,
the Soviets peed time to digest the new
information, od;t 15 to their interest if during
#uch a perlod of apparent standstill, the
- United States were prevented from testing.
. Hence the Sovlets went through the meotlons
-ef offering a few ostensible “concessions” In
the test ban negotlation. Yet after showing
his friendly face, in two letters to Prestdent
Kennedy, the dialectlc Khrushchev ad-

. dresgeg the world Communist movement and
showed his real face. He tgld the comrades
in Berlin, op January 18, 1863, that the
strategy of peaceful coexistence would lead to

. -the emergence of revolutionary situations

4and that midtable gpportunities must be

-utflized by the Cgmigvmts to seize power.

" He mﬁmated‘ihatths,ﬁpmm%mauwo re-

le and not shy away from

using the “most declalve weqpons” if this

.were necessary “in the Interest of the victory
af soctallsm.”

In spite of this confirmation that the So-

. viet intention to degiroy the United States’

-0 to conquer the world has not thanged

iy

Aby

oné lota, and In spite of the fact that
Khrrushchev “conceded” only the shadow of
an unworkable Inspection system, President
Kennedy suspended American testing.
Thereupon the Soviets committed the tac-
tical arror of reverting to their customary
delaying tactics. President Kennedy, to his
credit, reversed himaell and within a week
orcered the resumption of testing. -
Clearly, to risk a second unpoliced test
mcratorfum, be It only for a few weeks, was
8 mistake which, after about § years of
experiences with the test ban negotiation,
should have been avoided. Although the
mistake was repalred speedily, the funda-
mental policy assumptions and objectives
which caused this dangerous action to be
taken in the first place, are continuing to
operate and to influence governmental de-
cisions. -
These assumptions include the notion that
& test ban would be In the strategic Interests
of the United States and .its es; that a
mutyally supervised and controlled test ban
18 technically feasible; and that the Boviet
Unlon is seriously Interested in obtaining a
snuine test ban treaty instead of using test
an propaganda for the purpose of slowing
dowmn American nuclear progress. These as-
suinptions specifically do not include a re-
alization that through the test ban negotia-
tion. the Soviets are settlng a trap and by
means of stratagems and deceptions are at-
termipting to disarm the Upited Btates
unilaterally. )
Durlng ‘the past few years, American nu-

‘elear programs have not been pushed with

the vigor required to keep ahead of the
threat of nuclear aggression, nor even to
keep pace with rapidly advancing technology.
We have falled to teat in such a manner that
the Unlted Btales cpuld reap the maximum
security and Industrial benefits from the
revolutionary technology it pioneered. We
do not need now the resumption of a desul-
tory. slightly shadowy test program.
~Tha_time is long overdue when we must
iniuate a most sexlous and far-reaching test
prcgram (n all envirogpments, using all useful
magnitudes of yleld. We must test not only
to meake up for lost time but above all, to
gain time In our race against aggression.
"We cannot afford to be beaten in the
cor.test for higher nuclear efficiencies.  We
carnot afford to allow the Sqyiets to puil
abead In "the yleld of their major weapon
systems. We cannot afford, for example, to
announce In 1562 a counterforce strategy
and to admit in 1063 that our yields are
inadequate to destroy hardened Soviet mis-
sile sites. We certainly cannot afford not to
push most vigorously potential new tech-
nologles llke neutron _devices. And we had
better get serlous about Plowshare. A
Our confused nuclear policy which is vain-
Iy trying to put the clock of history back,
has been a key factor in bringing the NATO
alliance to’ the brink of breakdown. The
Unifed Btates needs most urgently a new,
forward looking and progressive nuclear
policy Which would put an end to three evils:
technological slowdown within the DUnlted
Ste.tes, nuclear Isolationism toward our al-
lles, and vulnerablility to belng decefved and
trapped by ocur enemies. Our Natfon and
our instltutions will survive only as long as
we possdss & nuclear arsenal second to none.

CHESTER C. WARD'S VIEWS ON

- NUCLEAR TESTING

‘Mr. HOSMER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks at this
point in the Record and [nclude exira-
neous matter.) = e e

Mr. HOSMER. Mr. Speaker, Chester
C. Ward is a widely respectéd authority
on intérnational law and géopoltics.
For a number of years he was a professor

)

Dack,

of law at Georgetown Universily. Asrear
admiral, U.8. Navy, he served a tour of
duty as Judge Advocate General of the
Navy. In submitting his paper to the
GOP conference committee on nuclear
testing, he stressed that yield-to-weight
figures, megatonnage of nyclear stock-
piles, and similar data in the paper are

order of magnitude assumptions for -

comparative purposes which are to be re-
garded as unofficially estimated ratios
and in no way as assertions of fact. It
is to be noted that Premier Khrushchev
recently publi¢ized Soviet estimates of
U.8. nuclear potentials.
The Ward paper reads as follows:
THE CONcxaLrp RESULT oF TEST BAN I—THE
CONCEALED PURPOBE OF Trst BAN II—So-

VIETS8' SUPREMACY IN STRATEGIC SUPER-
WEAPONS

‘{By Chester C. Ward)

"We would be slobbering idlots if we did
not carry out nuclear tests.'—Nikita 8.
Khruschev, Time, December 15, 1961,

“The time has come now to put an end
once and for all to nuclear tests."—Nikita
8. Khrushchev, letter to President Kennedy,
dated December 19, 1962.

What changed Khrushchev from the arro-
gant and contemptuous destroyer of test ban
I.in 1861, to.the ardent apostle of test ban II
in 1082 ~ 7 o

‘What really happened between 1861 and
1963 to the balance of nuclear power between
the Soviet Union and the United States?
Why are the results of the Soviet first test-
ban-breaking test serles belng suppressed?
Why are the results of the Soviet second
series being ignored? Why are deals being
made, concessions offered, secret sessions
held, U.8. underground tests halted? What is
the relationship of the Cuban crisis to high-
est level pressures to rush into test ban II
before the public and Congress discover the
gains made by the Boviets by test ban I?

Are test ban II negotiations serving to
c¢ovér the unilateral de facto disarmament of
thte United States?

The press does not ask these questions—Ilet
alone answer them. Military experts—who
know the answers—are muzzled. Nuclear
selentists—who are largely responsible for
the answerse—are silent.

The public simple doesn’t give a damn.

They continue to wallow in what Gen.
Thomas D. White, former Chlef of Staff of
the Air Force, characterizes in extreme litotes
as the “great national orgy of self-congratu-
Iation"—Inspired by distorted Interpretation
of the meaning of the Cuban crisis.
" Tt'stoo bad the American people aren't in-
terested In these nuclear test-ban answers.
For Just thils one time, Individuals would not
be helpless to do something to avert the
most imminent Communist trap. All they
wonld have to do Is Insist on answers to these
guestions.

“At the least, these answers would reveal—
1t we end up cinders or slaves, dead or Red—
how Khrushchev got the overwhelming su-
premacy of strategle military power neces-
pary to do it to us. If, at the time of Ehru-
shchev's next Cuban-type missile threat, his

“wedpons turn out to be so fantastically more
“powerTul than ours, that our choice is nar-

‘ fowedl to surrender or sulcide—here in these
ansgwers 18 how his weapons—and ours—got
that way.

These answers aren't easy to get, of course,
Nor are they easy to understand. If they
were, you would have had them long before
now. This is no coincidence—but it does
‘resull from the colncidence that both
Khrishchev "and the US8. adminigtration

.want test ban I to go through.

. Txlple curtains of classification, complex-
ity, and credibility shroud the real answers.
Everything the American people need to
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" ‘Better handled by the courts; it areas of un-

Be—the propér cure s to make judicial re-
view avallablé, Similarly, the Office” should
not deal with isstés about 1ega11ty, the prop-
ér forum for that within our system is a
éourt. "Angd the Office should not bé desigrned’
'fo help particular parties ‘win partlcular
cases; an Office that would be demgned to do
_ that Would surely be caught up in political
-* pressures, and whether it could maintain its’
" ‘intégrity agaffist’such pressures would be 4t
‘Tedst questionable. The purpose of the Office
should be 1o improve procedure, not to help
paitiés win thelr cases. Therefore, thé rec-

i des pr
“flvely. Just as
~Judge-made law, theé accumu

~ang

procedu.re

" 'Took to the future and that the purpose of
the system Bhould be to improve procedure
and not to heélp particular parties win their
caseq 1s not the samé as saying that particu-
Tar patties will never be helped. Obviously,

~ parties with continuing business before an
15%ency &y be helped In that they prefer

e new ‘procediire to the old procedure.

" Even a party who has only one case before

T dn’ agéhcy Ay in some circumstances in-

évitably be helped, because a procedural
¢hange which Tooks only to the future may
‘§till in some way be beneficial to his case.
© For instance, a party about to make an ap-
ﬁlication to an agency agks the agency how
4 vagué statutory tefm has been interpreted
and {s" told 'that th

‘Eation” accordingly,

interpretations, does not intend to do so, and
" Seé¥ no redsoi to disclose the results of other
" casés. "(This Is an actual case.) I the Office
6f ‘Adminfstrative Procedure weére to recomi-
" Thénd that in the future any applicant should”
be told what the agency has done in other
i :ca,ses, the particular applicant would be
'helped even though the Pprocedural chahige’
Would Telate only to the future, Similarly,
4 party c¢omplaining about undue delay
~ (whieh definttely should be considéred a pro-
" “cedural ‘deficiency) thay get the beénefit of
recommendations for curing the delay. That
e’ recommendations about future procedure
- will thus sonietimés help particular partiés
may ‘cause occasional problems abotit pres-
sures from Trepresentatives of parties who
gtand to galn, biit if the focus is limited to
" problems of futiure procédure, the pressures
" are unlikely to be too greéat to withstand, for
““fh the great bulk of the cases complamants
will not be helped with respect to their par-
* ticular cases. And, happily, operations of
~ gomplete integrity are quite common in
“Washington, even when great interests are
directly at stake.

The Office of Administrative’ Procedure
~ cdlearly should not be bhound to investigate
_ gll the complaints it receives, The statutory
~ provision proposed by thé Attorney General's
" Committee on Administrative Procedure in

i941 that the Director “shall” investigate
¢omplaints “which appear to be made In
good_faith’ seems impracticable, no matter
" how well staffed the Office may be. The Di-

‘rector should have a discretionary power to’
pick and choose even among the complaints
that seem to have merit,

.. The power to publicize, adverse criticxsms
of particular administrative action is a dras-
~.tle power which must be used sparingly and
. cautiously. It probably should be limited
to cases In which the facts the Director as-
gerts are undisputed or beyond doubt and
 judgments about procedure that admit of

§
co! ﬁroversy,
e ombudsman

.+ Hament, aft
198d 7to._ empower

‘political pressures
n than in Copenh
res Seep further into&

_wise use of this power can quickly destroy
conﬂdence in the Director and can even de-
stroy the Office of Adninistrative Procedure,
¥et a proper use of this power can be highly

eneﬁcial Ezperience in other countries
shows that the grea.test beneﬁts do not stem

gven 1f abuse of dlscretlon or unreasonable- L Ir
ness is asserted, because such’ complamts are’ ‘mi

- rev1ewa,bility are t00 large—as they may well’

ommendations should always relate to future

To gay that each recommendation should =

in other cases, for-he must plan his appli-

O]
dgéncy “has not published the results of its

1o reasonable difference of opinion. An un-

flows from
, not merely
icular oné who Is criticized that
or may be publicly criticized by

‘word the public¢ respects. -
1 ceiving and investigat-
ing complaints’ should interact with "and
stpplement thé furiction’ of the Office in
making sistained studies of problems of ad-
icedure and organization, but
tandards in the performance of the two
fu ictions shotld” normally be decidedly dif-
t. " TTe Director’s goal in making major
" studies, desighed for recommending legisla-
“tion or for reCOmmendmg voluntary admin-
istrative changes-ifi-procedure patterns, may
often be to replace the good with the
‘excellent. "And that may occasionally be the
purpose of quiet recommendations that grow
out 6f the investigation of complaints. But
in making public eriticisms of administra-
tors,” the Director should usually refrain
from disapproving the good or even the bare-
ly tolerable. Adverse public criticisms of
administrative action in particular cases
‘should generally be limited to the poor, the
véry poor, and the intolerable.

The question for decision in the establish-
ment of an Office of Administrative Proce-
dure is not whether the Office may receive
ard investigate complaints. It would be un-
thinkable to have an Office whose concern
is administrative procedure and to try to
prevent that Office from receiving sugges-
tions from the outside. Obviously, the Of-
fice must explore trouble spots irrespective
‘of the source of informaftion about them.

“The question for decision is whether in
establishing such an office, specific provision
should be made for receiving and investigat-
ing complaints, and whether specific provi-
~8lon should be made as to what the office
should not do concerning such compilaints.
The British Counell on Tribunals is suffering
from lack of explicit statutory answer to the
queéstion whether or not it may hold itself
out as an authority to whom parties may
complain.
~—Trecommend that the Administrative Con-
ference should propose legislation authoriz-
ing an Office of Administrative Procedure
to recetve and investigate complaints con-
cerning administrative procedure, that the
legislation should explicitly provide that the
‘office has no power to investigate complaints
‘relating to substance or legality, that the
office should have discretionary power to
refuse to investigate any particular com-

-plaint, and that the purpose of recommenda-

tions by the office should relate to future
procedure and should not be primarily de-
signed to help a paiticular party to prevail

- on any issue in any particular case.

My, Speaker, obviously, much more

..thought must be given to the ombudsman

question before we can say with certainty
that an adaptation of it to our American
institutions makes sense. But surely the
subject is one that should be considered
_beople both in and out of

.Among the tentative criteria for an
American ombudsman, the following oc-
cur to me: .

First. The ombudsman’s duty should
be to help Congressmen and their con-
stituents in a variety of cases which are
now the traditional subjects of congres-
sional-constituent relations, Social se-
curity cases, Veterans® Administration
cases, treatment and discharges in the
military services, claims of discrimina-
tion in defense confracts, immigration
disputes, come readily to mind as ex-
amples

“Second. Legislation setting up an om-
budsman “should ake him the agent of




1;1 much the same. manner as
sspptroller General.

rd, The ombudsman’s furlsdiction
Do _ngg% to matters now cov-
o mptroller General’s jurls-
ct] Qn—-genera I¥ Involvinig the legality
gyegmental gxpendttures

Fourth. The. Qmp_u, man should in no

' way tmpalr tongressional-con-
Bﬁtuent relation f)s A “constituent
~“Bhould pro bably 30& with the Ombuds-
S « o1 h his’ Congressman or
';B}‘:‘, fﬂf no‘t 3? "The legislator
!f nstance determine

ex to refer ‘the mattéer to the om-
budsman ndle it himself. If he
oél er to the ombudsman,

aﬁd is not sa ed with the result, he

puxsue the matter fu:ﬁ:her on his

: w me pﬂ:‘“?“%ﬁn goiid not only

the taxpayer. An
nmce the dsman near Capitol
Hil could centraﬂze and professionalize
the handling of much casework now done
- 1n %35 congressional offices, at least for
’a Eteat bulk of the present ‘work. This
. gould make unnecessary Incresses In
congresstonal staffs which are otheywise
#learly going to be necessary In the years
’bocome
- The question of an American ombuds-
Cman 15 surely orie that needs o be con-
" ‘gldered In connec iqn with any proposals
now in the v for a new Jook at the
orza.nizati function of the Con-

W

QUALITY smmm’ron
LEGISLATION

(Mr. MADDEN asked and was
permission to address the House
- minute and fo revise and extend his re-
marks.)

‘Mr, MADDEN, Speaker, today
‘bhe » gentleman from Arkunsas Congress-
‘man Ozen Hirkls and. tozether with
other Members, are re troduclng the
quality stahi ation legistation.

‘There is today a chaotic condition In
-. the marketing of brand name products
. that has resulted in consitmer confusion,
1oss of public confidenée, closing of busl-
‘nesses, and substantia] damage to mak-
ers of Teading trademarked products.

“¥For these ressons I have joined with
"the gentleman from Arkansas, Represen-
"tative Harrs in Introducing the quality
‘gtabilization bill, Joining in this intro-

%iven

duction of ‘iden‘ticgl bills will be many "

‘Members of Cpngress from both parties
md from every section of the country.

' --This bipartisen bill made remarkable
. :progress M the Tast session of Congress.
--It was given a favorable report by the
" House Commerce Committee and only
“days before adjournment of Congress it
cleared the Rulgs Commitiee. It surely
wﬂI go all €he Way this session of Con-

The Quality Stabilization Act will give
needed protection to the consumer, to
the small reiaﬁer, to labor, and to hon-
" ofed bran mqnuractqrers It will
- -do this wi adding a single penny or

‘persdn to the cost of government, be-
cause no governmental agency is involved
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;;1 the admlnistrgtion or _eg!orcement of

This act will be 100 percent optional.
1t will enable the trademark owner to
“deny use of his brand name when'it is
used decéptively or destructively. There
“is no éompulsion iipon”the trademark
owner to use the act, but I he elects to
do’ 8o, his product must bé in free and
open comipetition with other products
usable for the same general purpose.

No wholesa.ler or retailer will be
obfiged to buy or sell any goods Har-
keled under Lglﬁ act. ’I’hey wm Bé free

as ajways to pick and ¢hoose Just which.

product they will handle.”

The consumer also will enjoy full free-

dom of cholce, accepting or rejecting all

merchandise, choosing freely between all
nrofu w}iefher branded or uribranded,
stabilized or under’ the act.

The assault u n 1 our brand name 5ys-
tem of distribution has resulted Ini the
employment of cheaper and less-skilled
.ahor. This legislation with Hs practi-
cal correction of a destructive and grow-
ing economic disorder will give manu-
fagturers the incenbive to build better
aroducts instead ol cheaper products”
with poor labor.

From all segments of our economy and
from all sections of the Natlon, Members
of Congress arg being requested in ever-
increasing. numbers to enact this antl-

‘monopoly bill. More than 70 national
trade assoclations have endorsed it and
iabel it as essential legislation. ~Both
the genfleman rrom Arkansas, Chalrman

~Harg1s and I predict that ‘Congress will
agee and wm speedily enac it

p":.

Qmm s*rmmrzm‘row BILL

Mr. TOLLEFSON. Mr. Speaker, this
country needs the incentives toward ex-
cellence provided in the quality stabiliza-
tion, bill which I have introduced today.
We need to coupter the sell-satisfaction
of cheapness, We need a law that will
encpurage s manufacturer to build to-
ward superiority of prodjict.

A major reason for my support of the
quality stabilization bill also sfems from
experience which I had in my own State
of Washington while serving as a pros-
ecuting attorney in my home county. I
saw at firsthand the bad effects of loss-

d cut-rate-sales methods. Buch
ﬁog‘ in the long run are harniful to

m ubll

ﬂ,its bﬂl Tecognizés the 1_groptn
of the manufacturer in his brand name.
It affords protection to the ethical re-
tajler from the unfair imerchant. It

RESIDUAL FUEL OIL

(Mr. PERKINS asked and was glven

permission 0" addfess the Housé Tor 1
minute and to revise and’éxtend his re-

PERKINS “Mr. Speaker, this Na-
tion has attained the highest ecoriomic
development In the world durng the past
century while ‘the basle source of power
hes been coal, This source of Tuel has

always been available in adequate’ supply ’

regardless ot the problems created y

;I,i;

y right

_ " “franta

February 1 1

three great wars. The industry has been
able to expand to meet the increased
wartime needs, enabling our industrial
plants’ to keep our country at peak
strength. Our basic fuels have been coal
and oil—with domestic and imported oil
replacing coal in a mumber of fields and
in the railroad industry in particular.

""During the past 25 years, the importers
of residual fuel oil, principally from Ven-
ezuela where American firms have used
obsolescent equipment for refineries,
thus creating an oversupply of residual
fuel oil.

The increased importation of residual
oil has become a major problem for the
coal industry. Mandatory imporl quotas
were based on the levels of 1957 which
was 358,000 barrels per day. This import

uota has been Increased steadily until

has now reached a level of 507,000 bar-

fels & day which'is equivalent to some
40 millioh toms of coal annually.

This represents a decreasé in the de-
mand for coal of almost 10 percent of the
annual production. The result has been
disastrous for our coal producers and as
8 Tiletime resident of a coal-producing
area, T reallze how serious thls has be-
come.

Recently the Select House Committee
on Small Business through its Subcom-
mitteé No. 4 under the chairmanship of
my good friend and colleague, ToM STEED,
of ahoma, has made a detailed study
of this problem. I hope every Member
of this body can find time to study this
Teport.

I recognize the fact that Venezuela is

a friendly nation that déserves whatever
casistance we can afford to offer but this
essistance should not result in the de-
struction of cur basic fuel industry—
coal. The crippling of the coal industry
has already damaged our defense poten-
tial and continued weakening of this
basic source of fuel actually endangers
our future defense effort.

I am always ready and anxious to help
our friends but first we must consider

%«1 our future.
‘ %———

TRADE WITH CUBA

(Mr. ROGERS of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)’

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
_surprising as it may seem, reporis in the
news this morning state that President
‘Goulart of Brazil has told of his support
for U.S. efforts to obtain the withdrawal
of communism from this hemisphere.
In the {%?st Brazil has taken a recalci-

tude when Taced with US. pol-
fcy objectives. However, his support for
the United States gives added weight to
the stg’%‘menf made recently by President
Facio of the Organization of American
States in a speech delivered to the Pan
"Ameérican Union In Washington in which
he stated that the United States must
take the lead in champloning freedom
in this hemisphere; that the nations of
"Latin America are ready to follow the
“Yéadership of this Nation.

As this body knows, only this week the
President announced a partial objective
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1 favoring Iég'fslé.tion’
‘theTuse of synthetic

i tely, the bulk of the deter—
gefits now being sold have as their main
:Ingrédient a chemical known as ABS,

1 benzine sulphonat% . ABS is a

. 1 £

and vegeta%le‘ fats neéded for soap pro-
‘ by the Allied naval blockade.
ts _madé with ABS have su-
ing powers and can be pro-

duced in any of the miiltitudinous forms
required for household and commercial
’LISGS

_They match the performance of
‘water and far surpass the

tists hav' '
tergents

My husband who is a physiclan, an
are very much concerned over the possible
harmiful effects of the prodigious use of de-
tergents in our country-—

Mrs. Albert H. Aldridge, of 14 East
19th Street, New York City, wrote.

You are doing all of us and all of our chil-
dren a wonderful kindness introduecing a bill
"to ban the use of detergents. This should
take effect as soon as possible—sconer than
1965—because by then we will have all our

- - fresh, clean water so polluted that we will be

ill from the effect—

Writes Mrs. Herbert Rieskol, of 11380
Glennon Drive, Denver.

" No one knows surely the degree of risk
that we may run. But we- dare not ig-
" nore the danger, particularly when rea-
sonable action can avoid it.

Furthermore, there are many other
reasons which support discontinuation

.of the use of synthetic detergents which

“-do not decompose readily after use. De-
tergent concentrations at certain levels
cause foaming and the creation of suds.
When these bubbles turn up in drinking
water, people are rightly distressed.
Water should be appetizing in appear-
ance and should not be laced with brand
X detergent,

_FOAM IN THE. DRINKING WATER

in homes using detergents and served by’

a septic tank and well, we have experienced
water so foamy and bad tasting that it is
impossible to drink 1t. In cities where
thousands are using detergents, it is only a
question of time before the city reservoirs
become polluted by these suds—

Said Mr. and Mrs. J. M. Norton, of
Post Office Box 241, Utica, N.Y.
Although it would not be necessary,
numerous housewives have expressed
_their willingness to de without deter-
gents to protect the water supply.
. As a housewlfe, I enjoy using detergerits

. but would gladly give them wup, and urge

my neighbors to do likewise if it will help

__prevent this contamination’ of our water

supplies—

O Catherine Bujold, of 4925 54th Ave-
2. .nue, Minneapolis, wrote.

Although the underground water supplies
at the far end of Long Island do not yet
give evidence of pollution from detergents

~_ that Is omly because the area is not yet
=" thickly enough settled. Farther west on the

- island serious trouble is already being expe-
rienced—

Sald Paul W. McQuillen, of Montauk
Point, Long Island. As he said, there

(s hds been trouble élsewhere on the is-
_' land. In fact, residents last year were

forced to use boftled water to avoid
drinking a half-and-half mixture of
~water and suds.

The foaming of detergent-laden water

also detracts from. the nation’s scenery
by marring beautlful rivers and streams,

What a horrible disgrace to allow these
chemlcals to ruin this water for downstream
irrlgation More power to you—-

Sald a letter from 12 engmeers 11v1ng

in Denver,
-.In my work as a sanitary engineer—

“Edwin E. Crawford, of 6012 Tahoe
Way, Sacramento, Calif., wrote—
T have seen rafts of suds floating down rivers

PP
of ground water samples. What toxic effect,
if any, this petroleum derivitive has on wild-
life, man and his environs is presently a
moot question. However, I am certain that
the ingestion of detergent does not produce
any benefit upon the reciplent.

Detergents interfere with sewage dis-
posal by causing difficulties in coagula-~
tion and sedimentation of the sewage
and by keeping oxygen from reaching
the contaminants. Billows of suds have
even prevented plant employes from see-
ing what they were doing

DETERGENT POLLUTION HARMS FISH

In addition there is clear evidénce that
not uncommon levels of detergent pollu-
tion are harmful to fish. ‘A report by a
member of the Robert A. Taft Sanitary
Engineer Center of the Public- Health
Service states that synthetic detergents
are 40 times more toxic to fish in hard
water than soap. And most surface
waters are moderately hard, the report
notes. Other studies indicate that fish
flee toxic substances when they accumu-
late gradually. One of the first signs of
high detergent, pollution is likely to be
the relative absence of ﬁsh in their usual

areas.

This letter is just to wish you luck in your
“upcoming detergent bill. Here in Williams-
ville, & suburb of Buffalo, N.Y., the detergent
sttuation is getting very troublesome. The
fishing in Lake Erie has declined to a very
sad state and the lake in general is in sadder
shape. The water in other waterways like
the barge canal is made the worse because of
the detergents—

Reported John R. Lutgen, of 9150 Ayer
‘Road, Williamsville, N.Y,

In the Great Lakes area, especially, where
water\is one of our greatest assets, we can'

..afford to let this type of pollution go un-

checked much longer. As a fisherman, I, and
probably a lot of others, are wondering what
next? The consequences to man and wild-
life could be pretty grim-—

- Jim Carter. of 325 Fuller Avenue SE.,
Grand Rapids, Mich., wrote to me.
SWITCH TO DECOMPOSABLE DETERGENT

Mr. Speaker, I want again to empha-
size that my bill would not requlre a re-
version to soap as the principal cleans-
ing agent used in American households.
"This could not be justified economically
or in terms of the inconvenience to house-
wives it would cause. My bill would
only require manufacturers to market
a type of detergent that does decompose
after use which has already been devel-
oped in Westgrn Germany. This type of
detergent is somewhat more expensive
than the type now in use and this, nat-
urally, has deterred producers from
- switching to it. Obviously, the first to

do so would be placed at a price dis-
~advantage. Under my bill, all would be
required to convert by the same time.
Futhermore, the setting of a deadline
for conversion to the new type of deter-
-gent would spur research to lower its
price. Detergent that decomposes after
use cleans just as well as the perpetually
foaming variety.

This plan is patterned after one adopt-
ed in Western Germany where the prob-
lems from synthetic detergents contain-
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.1 ﬁon’tm‘r;eu:va t.b% e WeIp .
- greater eat from the
Fators P o e
TE. B £
bllity mﬁrocgmed, to the pe atior
that Sovieta had not her Y ossessed
Mr, E. Mr, Secretary, a private British
study m"wee"k estimated that &ﬁﬁ. Unib&d
-Btates Das six tinmex s foany intercont-
S : i}, tght to you? .
ATBIC., 1 f gomment on the
As X8 have a
we think

& STERK nuflear attack against

‘matgln of uperlority which Ve think
%;fo allow for the fact that we do ot

seture our strategy on the surprise attack

e BB elore we have o always have, in

My judgment at least, always should have to

Baye. a real margin of strength in the stra-
e deffvery area.

"Mz, Boarr Mr, Gilpatric, you were the first
‘dnitgistration spokesman to lay down the
. BYen. if the Sovieta were to try

; : us, we would

“hot only survive it, but would haye enough

10 yrtually wipe out the Soviet Union in &

Fetaliatory blow.
"I *

‘true, and do you think that
_fave been s factor in Premlier
“Rhrushehev's decision to pull out the mis-
lles from Cube? 1
* B8, QILPATRIC. It seems to me from the
Sovlet actions that they accept, as we should,
‘that elther ope.of thess great powers can
4 .otber a thermonuclear
B roportions as to make that
[billty unacceptable to any rational na-
Als IW tementa both publicly and some
8% lhose which perhaps MEQ_nq,&h?:en pul;;
hed Indicate o reslization on part
m.ﬁm;eﬂ of setting In train any sort of &
series of military actions which could scale

Qi Y ke
uptoa x;otnt where one side or the other
woul% Teel I necessary to use the full meas-
urs o
}%n;r »_planning, of Mr. Mec-

# of {ta nucleaxr power, But I thipk our
gﬁmxu -yéar force program, it Is founded
Xeep that margin at
the Sgviets da._

dowyn American misalle base in Eng-

land. Is it possible that we might consider
or might cloge down the American migssile
‘base In Turkey and/or in Italy—not because
the Soylets demand 1t as part of any deal,
. but beCause the missiles there might be get-
ting obsolescent? e mEL e
Mr. Gopatric. We don't centemplate. clos-
ing down %Ot our foreign bases or oye;-

bases, me. J 5
eagé of the United Kingdom basea ls & mat-
ter of subs&uﬂns one type of weapon for
snother. The PBritlsh, the United Kingdom
Tallant bomber force will be able to cover the
targets that are assigned to the United Elug-
daom forees—they and other externally ap-
plied strateglc wempons—to s point where
Yhe removal of the Thors, the phasing out of
ml “Thorg b not.pgain affect the total mili-

CQUALION. e e i
“Bik I don't belleve that we are golng to
ge¢ our present strategy of having many

points from which we can defend ourselves
i need be with nuclear

"M, CLABK. You Are saying our missile’
" bases In Turk!% are still a yaluable part of

T

diférent areas, where we won't.. L
bave different combinations of forces, but as
of naow, our whole NATO base structure is
the foundatlon of our planning both as a—

¢
§
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;; our naﬂomn forces and the NATO forces
Al therefore we have no thought of glving

" up apny of our oversea bases.

. Mr, Crars. Do you anticipate that the
Juniter misalles in Turkey might be replaced
by a more modern type of missile?

Mr. QuratRic. I am not in a position to
8y what will be done with the Juplters.
The Jupiters today are assigned targets
which ars part of the responsibility of the

10 take out in the cass of a strike,
IL bere are other means at some stage of
taking care of those same targets, we may
maze souie different distribution or deploy-
ment, but_as of now, we need all the weap-
ons we have deployed. .

Mr. Scavri, Mr, Secretary, both President
Kenpedy and Premjer Khrushchev in their
excaange of letters sald that the Cuban crisis
demwonstrates anew the urgent_need for some
Xind of trustworthy dlsarmament. Do we
have any new proposals in this connection
which we might offer?

Mr. GrueaTriC. I do not know of any new
Pproposals which have geen generated out of
this particular experience. After all we are

‘not even out of this one yet. However, our

Arnus Control and Disarmament Agency and
the other elements in government which
work on this whole guestion of arms control
are constantly considering how we can move
on toward the goal that we have as a na-
tioral objective, which at some stage—it
may not seem very realizable in the Immedi-
ate future—of general disarmament. .

tiors in what we have heretofore put on the
table with the Soviets. e el

Mr. ScaLr. What have we learned about our
ability to deploy forces and weapons as a
resulf of the Cuban crisis? T,

Mr. GrupaTRIC. We have relearned a lesson
that. we must never forget in this time in
history and that is the Importance of quick
feaction, the ability of moving fast and not
having the kind of delays for example that
took place when we moved forces into Leb-
anon a number of years ago, or that the
RBrit-sh and the Prench encoumtered in the
Sue:: experience. We are in a far better
poaitlon today than we ever were, and I
thisk this Cuban experience shows it, to
organize and dispose of our forces in very
fast foshion. . I .

Mr. Scavnr. Were you generally satisflied
with the speed of our buildup and our move-
ment of forces?

Mr, GruraTrIC. We are never satisfied, be-
cause we never do it completely right. We
learned a number of lessons from which we
will profit. You try to look at the bright
alde of these things as well as the somber
side and I think the military command
would agree with me that we have learned
& loo from this exercise that we will now
grind into our procedures, and I feel that
our forces did a splendid job, all of them.
Of course the principal burden fell upon
the Navy, plus the techmical command of
the Alr Force, but the preparations that were
lald are general worldwide alert. The move-
ment of aur forces to be in a position If need
he tc take stronger milltary action was done
in a way that gave us all a good deal of
satis’action.

.Mr. CLaRk. Mr. Becretary, we want to get
JOur ¥lews.on the seriouaness of the Aghting
between India and Red China. Do you think
we might eventually have to supply troops
as well as arma to India? e

Mr. GiuraTIC. I am not gualified to dis-
cuss that issue as fully as others might be.

- I_bave been pretty well preoccupied this
- past week wiith what is happening down in

the Cartbbean. But you must remember in

. ihe cantext of your question that the Indians

have a very large and well-trained army with
strong traditions from the earlier days of
thelr association with the Britlsh, and I he-
* N o NS 4

_ 4106/23 : CIA-RDP65B00383R000200230051-1
- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

zanjor Importance, of great danger to s but

- 2099
leve they will be able to render a pretty
good account of themselves If they are
pressed further by the Chinese Communists.

Mr. Bcant. Por example, sir, do you think
perbaps we might need more Jet transports
to help transport weapons faster to places
like India?

Mr. GiLpaTRIC. We have a major buildup
going on In our alrlift program as a part
of the budget tast year and our forthcoming
budget which will be presented to Congress
the first of the year. We will continue to
provide increasing numbers of long-range alr-
craft for carriage both of soldiers, forces, and
people, as well as of equipment. Itisa very
important factor in this quick reaction that
I spoke of.

Mr. CLarx. One quick final question: How
about that defense budget that is going to
Congress next year, is it going to be bigger
than this year?

Mr. GruraTric. It will not be any less, but
I don't think the Cuban crisis as such has
changed the requirements upwards. I think
we've got a long time ahead when we are
golng to have to maintaln a large military
establishment for the protection of this
country.

Mr. CLARR. Mr. Secretary, our time is just
about up.

Thank you very much, Secretary Gilpatric,
for being with us today on “Issues and
Answers.”

The ANNOUNCER. This has been another in

-ABC’s newsmaking series which brings you

the answers to the issues of today.

Next week at this same time our guest
will be Congressman-elect ROBERT Ta¥T, JR.,
Republican from Ohio. We hope that you
will be with us.

THE NEED FOR LEGISLATION TO
PREVENT WATER POLLUTION BY
SYNTHETIC DETERGENTS

Mr. REUSS. Mr. Speaker, every pass-
ing day provides added evidence of the
need for passage of H.R. 2105, which I
introduced last January 17. The bill will
bar from interstate commerce, after June
30, 1965, all surface-active detergents
which do not meet standards of decom-
posability to be set by the Surgeon Gen-
eral of the United States.

Since the introduction of the bill I have
received countless letters from munieipal
officials, sanitary and hydraulic engi-
neers, conservationists, sportsmen and
citizens aggrieved by the growing de-
tergent pollution of our rivers and
streams and of ground water. These
letters have come from every part of the
Nation and have been virtually unani-
mous in their plea for action in the di-
rection I have proposed to protect our
vital water supply. Only last week it
was reported in the Washington Evening
Star that detergent pollution had oc-
curred In two deep water wells at the
Beltsville, Md., Agricultural Research
Center of the Department of Agriculture.

LOCALITIES FAVOR ANTIDETERGENT ACTION

In a letter to me, Mayor Philip J.
Bailey, of Ottawa, Ill., has described de-
tergent pollution as “an extremely seri-
ous matter to the municipalities.”

-I compliment you for your action and I
offer any assistance that I may render to
your cause—

He wrote.

George P. Smith, a member of the
Cuyahoga River Reclamation Commis-
ston in Ohio, declared that the “crusade
against water pollution must continue.
It could mean our civilization.” The city
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weapons that are being removed,
_MREM's are probably en route back to
Russia along with those weapons, Now how
many “techniclans” remain in Cuba in con-
nection with the I1.-28 bombers or with the
.gurface-to-air missiles or with the other

equipment which has been furnished for the -

military in Cuba by the Sovlets, it is Im-
possible for us to tell as of now.

“Mr. Crarx, How about those 70 Soviet
Mig fighters that are still in Cuba, are we
‘worried about those

“Mr. GueaTRIC. The Mlg fighters are pri-
marily interceptors. That is they are used in
the defensive role. They have a range, of
course, that could carry them scross the
Florida straits and over the mainland of the
United States. Indeed they could reach other
parts of the Carlbbean area, but they are
designed primarily as our fighters are of
simllar nature, as alr defense fighters so we
have not classified them as weapons which
we regard as offensive.

“Mr, Scarr. They could be used, couldn’t
they, though, to deliver nuclear bombs it
they were converted to .longer-range, fuel
tanks and so on?

Mr. Gipatric. I haven't examined the
characteristics of the Mig’s. Only a few of
them, only a portion of the total number of
Mig’s are the high performance. There are
Mig-17’s and 19’s ‘as well as Mig2l's. Tt
might be that these Mig’s could be used for
nuclear weapons delivery although that has
not happened before to my knowledge.

Mr. Scarr. Well, Mr. Secretary, how about
the antlaircraft missiles and the missile
sites, do we continue to classify them as
defensive weapons and thereby conclude that

the Soviets don’t havé to remove these at the

present time?

Mr. GmeaTric. The characteristics of the
surface-to-air missiles which have been In-
stalled In Cuba by the Soviets Is such that
‘their cone of fire, their range, their general

 utilizatlon 1s such that we don’t consider
-them a threat to the United States or to
other Latin American countries. Obviously
they factlitate the use of offensive weapons,
80 1t would depend on what weapons Cuba
was left with t0 know how valuable those
Burface-to-alr missiles are to the Cubans
or how much danger they pose for us.

‘Mr. Scarr. Some Republican critics claim
.that the President’s agreement with Mr.
EKhrushchev guarantees a sanctuary for com-
muhnism in the Western Hemisphere which
will hot be Invaded. What do you say to
criticism of that kind?
© Mr. GiLeatric, Well, as I said earlier, our
covenants, the U.8. Government's pledges

I3

regarding invasion of Cuba do not come into’

play until the commitments on the Soviet’s
part have been fulfilled so as of now we don't
have any obligation that is extant, because
. the Soviet performance has only been partial.

Assuming for the moment that the Soviet
performance is complete, which may be a
very large assumption and therefore that
our pledge about invasilon does come into
play, it may not fundamentally change the
&tatus quo ante because under the Rio Pact
aid under our own national policy we have
.never had an objective of Invading Cuba.
We have an objective of maintaining peace
in the Caribbean, of protecting the United
States and honoring our treaty obligations
ander both the UN. Charter and the Rio
Pact,

“Mr, Crarx. I think you would agree,
though, that we were pretty close to a de-
clslon on possible invasion of Cuba at one
point, weren't we? '

Mr, Gmuparric. It was one of the courses
of actlon that obviously came up for con-
gideration if the Soviets had not backed
down and removed at least the most threat-
ening of the offensive weapons that we found
there had been introduced surreptitiously
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. the technician_suwho' are associated with the
the -

and by deceitful means prior to the 14th of
October. .

Mr. Crarx. And it 1s a course of action
which will now be closed to us if the Soviets
do carry out their pledge to remove all
offensive weaporis? .

Mr, Giueatric. The Castro problem we had
before the Soviets decided to establish a
major military base in Cuba and we will

have the problem after the Soviets' base-

is removed.

‘Mr. Scarni. Mr. Secretary, some persons

have sald that the administration was just”

late In waking up to the fact that these
misstles were there, that actuslly they were
there far longer than our intelligence had
reason to belleve, Do you accept this?

Mr. GieaTric. No, because I feel we have
had access to the most effective intelligence
meang that have yet been developed, to my
knowledge at least. We acted immediately
upon the receipt of intelligence that the mis-
slle bases were installed. There was a great
deal of concealment, a great deal of secrecy
about the introduction of these weapons,
The actual preparing of the sites and the
placement on them of these weapons took
place very quickly and I belleve that we acted
as quickly as we could. .

Now ag bearing on that it is most impor-
tant to remember that for our allies to stand
with us as they did so effectively in the OAS,
as well as the support which we have since
recelved from our other allles in NATO and
elsewhere throughout the world, we had to
have a hard case. We had to have good evi-
dence of this threat and without the kind of
photography which our surveillance planes
came through with, beginning with the 14th
of October, I doubt that we would have had
this support and that we could have been as
effective in our policies.

Mr. Scar1. How long do you think, Mr, Sec-

" retary, these medium-range missiles were in
Cuba before we spotted them?

My, GILPATRIC. Well, all I know is our pho-
tography at the end of August, as the Presi-
dent has pointed out, did not disclose any of
these missiles and therefore our assumption
is that sometime between the end of August
and the 14th of October they were brought
in or at least they were brought out into the
open in the erection process and the place~
ment of the misslles on the sites where we
first observed them.

Mr. CrLark. Of course those first pictures
which were made public by the Pentagon
which were taken, I believe, on October 14
gshowed that these bases were almost com-
pleted. Now doesn’t this indicate there was
8 lag in our aerial survey, that there was a
perlod of perhaps a couple of weeks where
our aerlal inspectlon was Inadequate?

Mr. GiLpaTric. The first plctures, as I re-
call, at San Cristébal were of only one or
two sites, one of which was only partly com-
pleted, and only had part of the equipment
on it.

Now we subsequently through the exten-
ston of our surveillance during the week
after the 14th did pick up additlonal sites.
How fast those were brought in, how much
before construction was underway and dur-
ing a period I might say when our surveil-
lance was hampered by bad weather, I don’t
think we will ever know exactly the exact
sequence of events during those 8-weeks from
the end of August until the middle of
October.

Mr, Scarr. Mr. Secretary, is it possible that
the rapidity with which we did spot these
medium range missiles stopped the Soviets
in midsea from bringing their longer range
missiles into Cuba?

Mr. GiLrpATRIC. That is another enigma we
may never have the answer to. We do know
that after our llmited quarantine was im-
posed beginning following the Presldent’s
statement on the 22d of October, a number
of Russlan ships turned back, including at

least two ships that had large hatches and

holds sufficient to accommodate missiles, 80
we assume—in fact I belleve there were fur-
ther missiles on there way over when we an-
nounced our decision to apply the quaran-
tine measure.

Mi. Crark. Mr. Secretary, much has been
sald about the threat of nuclear war that
hung over the world during this perliod. Do
you think we were ever at the brink of war
with the Soviets?

Mr. GiLpaTRIC, Here was a situation where
the two great thermonuclear powers of the
world were in direct confrontation over a
major issue, something that, as the President
pointed out in his statement of October 22,
was a new departure from any move the
Soviets had made before. They had never
attempted to bring as close to the shores of
the United States the exlstence of thelir
strateglc weapons. Obviously under those
circumstances, very grave consequences could

- have ensued had not the Soviets backed

down.

Mr. CLamx., What do you think Xhru-
shchev's real motive was in trying to estab-
lish these missile bases in Cuba?

Mr. GipaTric. I ¢an’t read his mind and
I have never heard any single explanation
which would answer all the questlons that
might occur to any of us in analyzing his
motives. Obviously he was, I think, trylng
to present us with a heightened threat for
some purpose, whether to enhance his bar-
gaining position over Berlin or in some other
of the numerous confrontations we have with
the Sino-Soviet bloc throughout the world.
We have to vlew the threat of commurnism in
its totality. We have to regard it as an in-
divisible affair. We have to make all our
policy decisions in the light of reactions and
counterreactions and how the Soviet moves
in this particular instance related to other
plans they had I couldn’t say and may never
know,

Mr. Scarr. Do you think that perhaps Mr.
Khrushchev might have decided on this very
chancey maneuver because he realized that
compared to the United States the Soviet
Union is weak in its ability to deliver nu-
clear warheads, on target?

Mr, Gruparric. I do not regard the Soviets
as considering themselves weak. We do feel
we have, as we have stated several times dur-
ing the past 12 to 18 months, a measurable
margin of superiority in strategic weapons.
Khrushchev, we think, knows that and while
our intelligence is not precise enough to
put a pair of calipers on the ‘margin of the
superiority we enjoy, it may be such as to
lead him to think that he had to improve
his strategic posture but in my own mind
the military equation was not altered, the

military equation between the Soviets and

the United States, by the bringing closer to
our shores of these missiles that previously
had been ranged against us, or longer range
misslles of the same weapon-carrying capac-
ity at longer range.
have missile-bearing submarines. Those
submarines can reach our shores and war-
heads comparable to those that would have
been borne by these missiles could be struck
from submarines off our shore. So that
I don't belleve there was any major change
in the overall military equation as a result
of this particular deployment,

Mr, Crarx. Do you think then that we
have over emphasized the danger of these
medium range missile bases in Cuba?

Mr, Gmepatric, Not at all. I think the
presence of the missiles there, in this con-
text of this being the first time the Soviets
had ever put any such weapons outside their
own immediate territory and in a situation
where they might not always be able to con-
trol them, where you had a much shorter
warning period and where the effect on the
Latin American countries as well as on our-
selves in the Western Hemisphere was very
destabilizing—it changed the juxtaposition
of these arrays of power, so I think it wag of

Approved For Release 2004/06/23 : CIA-RDP65800383R000200230051-1N

February 11

After all, the Soviets’

)



W

1963

Mr. Bunpy. Well, I don’t myself think
that there i3 any present—I know there Is no
present evidence. and I think there is no

present lkelihood that the Cubans and the
- Cuban, Government and the Soviet Govern-

roent woilld jn combination attempt to in-
stall a major offensive capabllity.

Now 1t 1s true that there words “offensive”
and “defensive,” {f you try to apply them
precisely to every single ltem, misleads you.
Whether a gun is offensive or defensive de-
pends a little blt on which end you are on.
It is also frue that the Mig fghters which
have been put in Cuba for mare than a year
now, and any possible additions in the form
of afrcratt might have a certaln marginal
capability for moving against the United
Btates, but I think we have to bear in mind
the relative magnitudes here. The United
States s not going to be placed In any posi-
tlon of major danger to is own security by
Cuba, and we are not golng to permit that
situation to develop. That, I think, is what
the administration has been trying to make
clear.

Bo far, everything that has been delivered
in Cuba fails within the categories of aid
which the. Soviet Unfon has provided, for
example, to neutral states like Egypt, or In-
donesia, and I should not be surprised to see
edditional military assistance of that sort.
That is not golng to turn an lsland of 8
million peoplzo with 5,000 or 8,000 Boviet
techniclans and specialists into a major
threat to the United States, and I believe
most of the American people do not share
the views of the few who have acted as If
suddenly this kind of military support cre-
ated a mortal threat to us. It does not.

Mr, Scani, Mr. Bundy, how about Senator
EraTING’S claim that these antiaircraft mis-
slles which are belng provided to the Cubans
right now could be converted with some
little adjustment Into ground-to-ground
missiles with & range of up to 1,400 miles?

Mr. Bunpy, Well, if that 18 what Senator
KeATING sald—and I am not in a position of
having seen exactly what he sald, but any-
one who sald that is gaying something which
Just does not correspond with the situation.
That 1s just wrong.

Mr. Scavt. These missiles cannot be con-
verted?

Mr. Bunpy, The missiles of the kind which
we have Identified’ up to this point are
certainly not svsceptible to this kind of
conversion or translation. It is as if you
were to try to turn a destroyer into an anti-
alrcraft carrier by waving a wand.

Mr. Scaur, In that connectlon, sir, there
has been a good deal of attention and some
excitement in this past week about the
negotiations that Mr, Donovan is conduct-
ing to free the Cuban prisoners. There have
been all sort of whispers that the U.8. Gov-
ernment is secretly financing whatever sup-
pliee are to be given Castro. Could you
comment at all on that?

Mr. Bunpy., Well, I think it Is important
to understand that Mr, Donovan is acting, in
the first instance, for Cuban refugees and
for the families of the Cuban prisoners, It
is true obviously that the United States has
an interest and a concern in what may come
of his negotiations. [t is equally true that
those negotiations are, ns far as I understand
1t, not at a stage at which it would be ap-
propriate for me to try to give any clear
answer to the kind of question you have
stated. ,

Mr, MorGAN. Mr. Bundy, In the little more
than s minute that we bave left, let’s try
to broaden the horizon briefiy beyond Berlin
and Cuba. I get repeatedly the argument
Irom the administration—and I must say
that it sounds like an impressive one—that
the Communists are discovering that com-
munism as an article, or vehicle upon which
to ride to world domination, is failing and
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that If we can exploit those fallures with
some forthright strategy of our own, barring
some accldental push of a button, we will
look at the fulure confidently. Would you
like, in a few seconds, now that I have taken
this time, to try to develop that briefly?
IMr, Bunpy, Well, we do believe that Com-
munist power is in trouble in a varlety of
ways all around the world. There is thia
sharp confrontation and diffcrence of view
and purpose between the two great centers
in Moscow and Peiping. There is the con-
tinuing and persistent and spreading failure
of nearly all Communist societies in the
agricultural field. There is the obvious fact
that the West intends to sustaln and main-

tain its essential positions In Berlin and .

elsawhere. There is the increasing aware-
ness among neutral states—Gulnea s an ex-
ample—of the problem of getting along with
coramunism, They have problems of their
own and it is comforting as we work on
ours,

Mr, MogrGaN. On that note, Mr. Bundy,
thank you for being with us on “Issues and
Answers.” B

The ANNOUNCER. This has been another
in ABC's newsmaking series which brings
you the answers to the issues of today.

Next week at this same time our guest
will be the West German Forelgn Minister,
the Honorable Gerhard Schroeder. We hope
you will be with us.

IssUES AND ANSWERS—THI HONORABLE
RoswELL L. GILPATRIC, DEPUTY SEICRETARY
or DIrzNsg, INTERVIEWED BY BOB CLABRK,
ABC CORRESPONDENT, AND JOHN SCALI,
ABC CORRESPONDENT
The ANNOUNCER. Deputy Secretary of De-

fense, Roswell L. QGilpatric, here are the

issues: How can we be sure all the Soviet
missiles are out of Cuba.

Have we guaranteed the Communists an
invasion-free santuary in the Caribbean?

What does the Cuban crisis reveal about
Russia's military might?

You have heard the issues. Now for the
answers from the Deputy Secrstary of De-
fense, Roswell L. Gllpatric, who Is 8 member
of the President's three-man Committee cur-
rently negotiating the conclusion of the
Cuban crisis. To interview Secretary Gll-
patric, here are ABC Correspondent Bob
Clark and with the first question, ABC Cor-
respondent John Scall.

Mr. BcArr. Mr. BSecretary,
“Issues and Answers',

It seems to me that our inapection of
the Soviet missiles at sea, as the missiles
leave Cuba, really constitutes no more than
8 peek. How can we be sure that the Soviets
haven't left any missiles behind?

Mr, GumueatrIC. Mr. Scall, we never knew
how many missiles were brought into Cuba.
The Soviets sald there were 42. We have
counted 42 going out. We saw fewer than
43, Untidl we have so-called onsite inspec-
tion of the isiand of Cubs we could never be
sure that 42 was the maximum number that
the Soviets brought Into Cuba.

Mr. ScaLl. Well, Mr. Secretary, were all
these missiles medium-range and inter-
mediate-range or just one kind?

Mr. GILPATRIC. The missiles that we saw
and the missiles which have been removed
are the medium-range. That {s about 1,020
miles range. We never saw any IRBM's for
which sites were being prepared, but for
which no missiles apparently were put into
place.

Mr. CLarx. How about the Boviet jet
bombers in Cuba, are we going to insist that
they go too?

Mr. GILPATRIC. We regard them as offen-
Bivs weapons.

They have atrateglc capabllities similar to
our own B-47's, They are no older. They

.
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can carry 6,000 or 7,000 pounds of high ex-
plosives a rang of 700 or 800 miles which
would reach portions of the United States
and other Latin American countries, and we
think they clearly fall within the weapons
we regard as offensive which was what we
aim to remove from Cuba,

Mr. CLarx. How serlous are we about their
removal at this stage? Would we really fire
up the Cuban crisls agaln to be sure that
these bombers are taken out of Cuba?

Mr. GrupaTRIC. Our objectlve remains to re-
move that kind of a threat from Cuba,

Mr. Scanr. Well, Mr, Secretary, if there is
no on-site inspection, plus a look for ex-
ample Into caves to see whether there are any
hidden offensive weapons, will we stand by
our pledge not to invade Cuba?

Mr. Gumeatric. Our pledge in the Presi-
dent's statement to Premier Khrushchev is
twofold. It is that once the Soviet commit~
ments have been fulfilled or arrangements
satisfactory to that end have been made, we
will 1ift the blockade and we will offer as-
surances against the Invasion of Cuba.

Qur obligations do not come into play,
however, until the Soviets have fully carrled
out their commitments and as of the present
time there has only been a partial fulfiil-
ment. They have simply removed what they
say were the missiles that were brought in.
Beyond that their performance has not yet
gone.

Mr. Scarl. Well, what can we say to them
when the Soviet come back to us and say
"“Well, we have tried to talk Castro into giv-
ing up these bombers and he won't"?

Mr. GrILPATRIC. We hold the Soviets re-
sponsible for the types of military equipment
which it has furnished to Castro and as of
the present time we regard the removal of
those bombers as within the capacity of the
Boviets to bring about. What future de-
velopments may tell, I am not in a position
to judge,

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Secretary, aerlal recon-
naissance has been our most valuable way,
first of detecting the presence of the Soviet
missile bases and then of assuring that the
bases had been dismantled and that the
misslles were being moved out. How long do
Wwe plan to keep up this aerial survey?

Mr. Grueatric. We regard serlal survell-
lance as a part of our inherent self-defense,
8 means of protecting our country as we
would through any form of intelligence col-
lectlon. The extent to which we will need
to rely on continued air surveillance over
Cuba will depend agaln on what the nature
of the threat is that remains in Cuba after
the Soviets have completed, if they do com-
plete, the undertakings made by Premier
Khrushchev to President Kennedy.

Mr. Crarx. Do you mean we might con-
tinue aerial inspection even though we were
totaily assured that the missiles will be
removed.

Mr. Gneatric. As I say, the conduct of
aerlal  survelllance is part of our overall
intelligence collection system and we never
are going to bargain away any part of our
right of self-defense, which includes the con-
duct of aerial surveillance. I do not know
a8 of today what the need would be in the
tfuture for a particular type or a particular
frequency of aerial surveillance over Cuba
or any other forelgn country.

Mr. ScaLi, Mr. Secretary, nothing much
has been sald lately about those 5,000 or so
Soviet military techniclans that went to
Cuba with many of these weapons. If I
recall the Pentagon did say that it saw
several hundred young Soviets aboard one
of the freighters leaving Cuba. What has
happended to them? Are they leaving? Have
they left?

Mr. Grueatric. We have seen a number—
several hundred in fact, Mr. Scali, boarding
ships, or on board ships and we believs that
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ously and. as far as we caf eﬂectively We
‘do not beliévé either one should be re-
“ghrded as a lever against the other. I my-
self would not on the whole be of the view
“that the Soviet moves in Cuba are moti-
“vated In the way that you suggest. I cer-
ta,inly do not believe that we are going to
"be disuadéd froin meeting our responsibili~

“*tles as defined by the President, both in

“Berlin and in Ciuiba, by any hypothetical con-

" nection between the two.

Mr. Scéaii. Mr. Bundy, it is obvious that
" Cuba is not being eliminated from the elec-
tion campalgn in the United States. How
" much damage, if any, does continued harp-

ing oh this'in an election year ¢ause to the

it - adminisfrations conduct of foreign policy?

‘Mr. Bunpy., Well, I don't think one should
" piat all discussion of Cuba in the same hox.

" Theré are serious and responsible commen-

tators and observers in and out of politics
" who have sald importent things, and it is
* quite proper that they should, whether or
not there is an election campaign going on.

As to other kinds of things to which the
President referred yesterday in describing

which he thought were inappropriate and

- excessive and undersirable, it seems to me
“best to leave the President’s comments to
“the West in Berlih, ~
Iy and By historic right

speak for themselves.

Mr. Scari. Much attention has been cen-
— tered lately, sir, on the activities of Cuban

exile groups in attacking or claiming to at~
tack shipping and Cuban coastal areas, Can
the administration argue effectively, do you
think, that it has no control over these exile

groups, many of whom are based in and’

around Florida, and isn't there the danger
that one of the forays by one of these outfits
may involve us in a serious international
incident?

Mr. Bunpy. You have raised a difficult and
a serious question. Under the terms of the

- joint resolution of the Congress and also I

- think in terms of the natural sympathies of
all Americans it is very difficult to withhold
understanding and a feeling of a certain sym-
rathy for people who are trying in thelr

own way, to restore the liberties of Cuba.
At the same time there is a responsibility
on us and the balance between these con-
siderations is & difficult one.

I don't think you should assume that
every mile of the U.3, coastline even at
best is really very easily patrolled or
controlled. It is not as simple as that. But
this is a different problem and while we do
- not—there is no way in which the United
States can maintain control over the many
gscores of thousands of Cuban refugees and
the many scores of groups of organized Cu-
bang or partly organized Cubens. It is true
that this problem of relationship is a diffi-

- cult one.

"Mr. MoOrcaN. I want to bind two of the

~ points that Scali made into one question, 1f

‘I may.
That is this: He mentioned the fact that,

_ unfortunately or not, inevitably, the Cuban -

situation 1s occupying time in the congres-
_slonal campaign.

Secondly, these refugee raids so to speak
_are very difficult, if not tmpossible to, as you
‘point out, to control at least totally. But
aren’t those two facts taken together, poli-
thes goa,de& if you ‘please by opposition in

“ministration; politics goaded by the cam-
‘paign and’ the unpredictability of refugee
aétivity——don’t those things combine to al-

~ ‘most force more direct action by the ad-

Cuba Y
Acan people away from the main ‘bullseye of
a,ttentfon .
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fninistration on Cuba?

the Presldent inténds to be forced by any-
‘moment of debate into decisions “different
“from those which he regards as in the na-
" “%lonal Interest in a matter of this kind.

‘and Castro-type communism in Cuba.

‘Mr. Bunpy. I certainly don‘t believe that =~

responsibility for decision, as the joint res-
olutlon of Congress makes clear, rests with
him and equally in my experience of the way
he goes about this kind of problem, there
is no doubt that he will make decisions of
this sort in the light of much wider and
larger considerations than the, I agree, diffi-
cult, complex and wearing temporary issues
which you have mentioned.

Mr. Scanr. Mr. Bundy, in that connec-
tion, Vice President LYNpON JOHNSON has
given two speeches in which he says flatly,
if I remember his exact words, that the pol-
icy of the Kennedy administration is to “get
rid of Castro.”

This seems to be a little further than
President Kennedy and Secretary Rusk have
gone. Is this the policy of the Administra-
tion at this time?

Mr. Bunpy. Well; I think the policy of
the adiminstration—I wouldn't agree with
you that there 1s any wedge bhetween the
Vice President, the President and the Secre-
tary of State.

Mr. Scani. It is just that they havent
used those words.

Mr. Bunpy. I certainly don’t intend to
join with you in trying to drive one, Mr.
Scali, but I will say this, that I think the
Vice Presldent is using clear, short, terse
language jfo describe a general position of
the U.S. Government which is that Fidel
Castro, who came 10 power on a wave
of popular support in an expectation, and
even among most of his own supporters, that
there would be réform and freedom and lib-
erty in Cuba, has betrayed that expectation.
He has betrayed it in two ways: by imposing
a totalitarian tyranny in his own .country
and by accepting an increasing measure of
control and infiuence by the Soviet power
within Cuba. These two acts of betrayal
constitute in our view a course of policy with
which we cannot sympathize and against
which we must range ourselves.

Mr. MorcaN. Mr, Bundy, given that sit-
uation as you interpret it and given what I
take to be our general policy without any
wedge being involved of trying to isolate
Castro’s Cuba and eventually get it to col-
lapse internally, how are we doing really,
candidly, with our Latin American allies, in
persuading them that we need to have them
join with us more forceably and more out-
wardly in supporting such a policy?

Mr. BuNpy, Well, I think we have made
very considerable progress, in stages, since
1980, in ranging, or in succeeding in getting
a wide range of countries with quite dif-
ferent interests in a sense, because of the
distance at which they find themselves, be-
cause of thelr own size, because of their own
particular internal political situations, we
have made very considerable progress in
sustaining unity in the Western Hemisphere
and in developing a constantly stronger view
within that hemisphere toward Fidel Castro,
But
it 1s also clear that in the view of many
of these countries the problem is not a prob-
lem of overwhelming urgency. They don't
see it in quite the same light that we do.
‘Other c¢ountries close to Cuba may feel

“even more urgently about it than we do.

‘We after all are in no serious danger of in-
ternal subversion from Cuba. Other coun-

“tries are.
: ‘this case,” in criticizing the Kennedy ad-

Mr. MorgAN. 'That brings up a point which
seems to be worrying a lot of people, and
if that, as you say, is true, it hasn’t gotten
completely across, and that is this interpre-
tation of the military installations in Cuba
which the administration emphasis consist-

“61itly are defensive in nature and not of-
“fensive. )
body or by any period of time or by any *

"Isii't 1t pogsible, 180t 1t teally possible that
e verted into offensive weap-
ernight, "and 'if so, what

. would we da?
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lgg ‘that it necgss;u‘y, Berlin will be defended
with nuclear weapons

do you have to say In reply to that?
3 . BunDY. It has always been clear that
Bérfih would be defended by the Western
Powets and in partfeular by the United
States, By &ll necessary means. We have
béen saying that to the Soviet Unlon at in-
tervals since the Second World War and at
closer and sharper intervals since Mr,
Ehrushchev precipitated the new Berlin
cflels nearly 4 years_ago, and 8o 1t doesn't
sée to Hie tHere [s any call for the Boviet
to Be surprlsed When at a mnoment of pos-
sib’y renewtd tenslon we rémind thé world
and that Govetnment that pressuré agiinst
olir clear ahd Wwell-définied rights In Berlln
is very dangerous.

M. Morcan. Mr. Bundy,” do You éee ‘any
merit at all to thie Suggeéstion that Forelgn
Minister ‘CGromyko masg at His rather long
afid rafibling neéws cohference In New York
;esmrday to the eéffect thaf the Western

dwers ought to gatrof the wall? ~

Mr. BUnpY. IY 8eéins to me that Mr. Gro-
MyXo's ‘proposal Implles a fallure on theé
pnrt or—or is the recognition, really, of the
fallure bBoth "of the whole Hey of the
S6viet Qovernment i Fast Berlin and East
Qerthdny, and of thelr falltire to observe
even midimum standards of human decency
slony the {nhunian wall whlch f.hey have
put up.

.¥e have appealed., along with Mayor
Brendt, for restraint and for control in the
population of West Berlin and that kind of
res.raint in the face of the most serious
kind of provocation has been demonstrated.
1t teems to me. it is not Mr. Gromyko's busi-
nesi to teil us how to order the affairs of
West Berlin.

Alr. Scar:. Do we have any intention what-
ever of taking these additional steps on
the. Western side of the wall?

.Afr. Buspy. We will take and have taken
ap;:roprlnte steps to maintain peace and
order in West Berlin. The incldents which
have in fact caused Mr. Gromyko such pain
bave occurred in fact in East Berlin.

-BIr. MozcaN. One thing that seems to be
preaccupying many people including people
in the Gavernment and people among our
allies; Where .da these notorious, salami
taciics by Mr. Khrushchey end, do they end
by our being completely deprived of the
sausage or are we able to salvage part of it.

1 would ou as a background

to that: té'l;u q%nufﬁx"fh admlnhkgaﬂon
hssma.denclea.: that it will fight for Berlin
anc. fght for Western representation and
position In Berlin.

. .At what point does this showdown come?

. I8 it not possible that he slices the salami

out from under ua

fr. Bunoy. We don't belleve s0.” We be-
lleve that the basic rights and Interests of
the people of Weit Berlin and of the Western
Powers and of the Federal Republic can be
gustalned, are belng sustalned, and will be
sustatned. Tt Is very Important hére £ tn-
défstand there {8 a distinction befween the
eéftsting' and gemﬂn Tights "ot “access,
piesmce and of 1ife in"West Berﬂ“n, and the
legal rights which a to the whoie city,
bi‘i‘? wh%ch have’ notP ‘ggeh' exercised In” thy

‘miain i East Berlin for dearly 1B years.

“¥{r. Morcan. Do we see the slightest in-
#festion of any Bovlet glve on the. situation
at fl1at this point?

“Mr. Burpy. T don™ think we cani say that
{here Kis beedl & goaigniﬁcant shift"in the
sitetance’ of thé Boviet posfilon.” I think
gbere are sgx;x fnd‘i([:agleonskizm} “the "Sovfet
vernment 1s more Intereg i
discussfon_than it 1s 19%%‘&9;{
cipitation of & still more da gerous crisis
but It Is always dangefous to predict on this

polnt and on the substantlve pofnit there {5

no shiff, The Sovlet Government still urges
upon us &l th

la essentlally that the West should get out
of West Berlin,

Mr. ScaL1. Mr. Bundy, how does that ﬂt in
with the view of many administration ofi-
clals that after the elections there will be a
new and more dangerous phase to the Berlin
crisis?

Mr. Bunpy. Well, there may well be—
there will certainly be a new phase of some

sort and it may well be more dangerous. I~

think myself that there is at some point in
the future likely to be a sharper confronta-
tion. This, of coufse, 1s a very difficult thing
for any of us In Washington {o predict. This

‘érisls was created by the Soviet Clovern-

meh¥. It Is the Soviet Government and not
the West which wlll intensify it 1 it 15 in-
tensified.

Mr. Scarr. Many administration officials’
have taken to speaking very bluntly about
clir detéermination to fight If necessary. Why~
Is It Judged wise to repeat thls at this par-
ticular time? Do you see any sign of per-
Haps” KIr. Khrushchév's maybe misfudging
this determination at this time?

Mr. Bunpy. There is always the possibility
and 1t is one of the great and continuing

dangers of living in the nuclear age, that a

goverriment may make "a mlscaleulation’
which would be fraglc for all and not just
for that government, There is some_evi-

dence that the Soviet Government has been

“talking—I won’'t say acting or belleving, but

talking as if it thought the West might not
mean what it has said in Berlin and for that
reason and because of the possibility that
there may be an intensification of the Ber-
iin issue it has seemed to us important to
leave no doubt that we are in Berlln and we
propose to stay there.

—Mr. MorGaN. Is there another possibility,
Mr. Bundy: Is this in part-—these warnings
that Mr. Scall mentioned—an administration
reaction to the election campaign itself in
which some Republicans obliquely and or
directly are making foreign policy an issue
and accusing the adminlstration of being
soft on communism?

.Mr. BuNDY. Well we don't belleve that a
Berlin issue is In the election or should be in
the election. There have been hints from
the other side that the best time to setile
this would be after the election. We don’t
belleve that. We belleve that Americans
without regard to party know where they
stand on Berlin, are quite willing to disCuss
it at any time and quite unwilling to be
forced out of thelr basic rights at any time.

Mr. MorGaN. What can you tell us of what
the public might expect from the visit of
two important Germans? As you know, For-
eign Minister Schroeder i1s already here from
the West German Goverament and it was
aanpungced yesterday that Chancellor Ade-
nauer would come agaln on November 7.
What do these meetings mean?

very importnnt vla!ts and I quite disagree

.. with an interpretation which was in one of
the. papem this morning that somehow the

In November makes For-

- 8.
eign Minister Schroeder's visit less impor-

tant. I think thereverse is the case.

.. There are very important interests in com-
mon bhetween us and the Pederal Repubilic.
In each new season of the problem of the
confrontation in Berlin and larger problems
of the future organjzation and management
of NATO, it is of great importance to us to
have continued clear and close understand-
Ihg between Washingion and Honn. 'In order
o this we have to sort out and work on
the Issues, first at the level of the sg-called
experts and (hen at the level of Forelgn
Mnﬁhrs which 18 what will be going on
during N ‘Schroeder’s visit and then be-
éause heads of government are 80 deeply
engaged In these great issues, at the level
of the Chancellor and the President. 8o I
ﬂﬂnk these two vlslts are complimentary
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: the admmlstratlon
* Assistant Secretary of Defense for Pub-
" lic Affairs, speaklng at a Sigma Delta
_ Chi dinner in Néw York City on Décem-
" ber 6, 1962, said that when the adminis-
" tration is “on the defensive under our
pohtlcal system I would always be sus-

th

Kennedy administration i winning pub- -
ohcy toward C‘uba is” virtue to'come out of men—complete vir-

tue—or even maybe 75 percent virtue.

" If any of us are virtuous 51 percent of
" The time, that I see, it is a good record

and in pOllthS an amazing record B0l

‘would start out on that premise.”

 Let me point out briefly some of the
_ major inaccuracies in the documents

' administra . p
- eefved. b the 1 io

nizes this problem is® ev1denced by the
%t “faken last week

. Mc@George Bundy, speaking on October
1 ele 14, 1962, 6 or 8 hours after photographs
“long overdue when

- telethon on February,j _ Cuba had been taken, said:

I know there is no present evldence and
_ X think there is no present likelihood that
the Cubans and the Cuban Government and
the Soviet Government would i combination
attempt to install a major offensive capabil-
ity. So far, everything that has been deliv-
= ‘ered in Cuba falls within the categories of
. aid which the Soviet Union has provided, for
- example, to neutral states like Egypt, or In-
. .donesia, and I should not be surprised to see
_ additional military assistance of that sort.
_ _That is not going to turn an island of 6 mil-
Tlion people with 5,000 or 6,600 Boviét tech-
" niclans and specialists into a major threat
to the United States, and I believe most of
‘the American people do not share the views
- -of the few who have acted as if suddenly
-this kind of military support created a mor-
tal threat to us, It does not.

Mr. Gilpatric’s statement contains two
passages that are worthy of notice. Mr.
Gilpatric, unlike Secretary McNamara,
* “did not say that he was sure beyond
* ‘reasohable doubt that all missiles placed
in Cuba had been removed. Mr. Gil-
“patric responded in a more cautious way
to the question: How can we be sure the
Soviets have not left any mxssﬂes be-
“ hind? saying
We never knew how many missiles were

“brought into Cuba. The Soviets said there
" weré 42. We have counted 42 going out. We
= -gaw fewer than 42. Until we have so-called
on-site inspection of the island of Cuba we
= .could never be sure that 42 was the maxi-
- _mum number that the Soviets brought into

Cuba. |

Mr. Gilpatric fu1 ther sald

" They [the Russians] have simply removed
what they say were the missiles that were
=brought in.

‘Secondly, Mr. Gilpatric on November
11,71962, ‘denied that this' Government
‘was ‘even considering closing down
. American missile bases in Turkey or in
' Italy, and he repudiated the suggestion
" that missile bases in Turkey were no
of longer important. In spite of Mr. Gil-
~ "patric’s protests that “all the bases we
“have today are important to us” and
"that “we have no thought of giving up
“any of our oversea bases,” less than 2
’ "mo‘nthé later the word was out in-the
& 'missiles from both Turkey and Italy had
"been made.

Y Mr. Ball's article published October 19,
. 'v 1962, said:

In the last few Weeks we have read much
in the newspapers of the’ mlllta,ry bulldup

f qu“ie par
ately the extent of the
f) "No) it

ql j Y
I dea‘hng with g
that clearly v10Ia%es

“assural y résponsible .
- thtion spokesinen about conditions 'in’
"~ _: - Cubg in the past have provén to’ be in-
ac:%urate o

 gert,
immegxatefy foil
text of an a
‘Under Secret

Pl

which I am inserting -in the_ RECORD,

_ that revealed the presence of missiles in

February i1

of Cuba. ‘by the Soviet Union Quite clearly
it does not constitute a threat to the United
States.

At the time this went to print the pho-
tographs of missile sites had been taken
and a decision had been made that the

“situation in Cuba constituted a serious
threat to the security of this country.

On October 3 Mr. Ball testified that we
had “no evidence” of Russian missiles in
Cuba. Testimony of top officials now
shows that we had evidence in Sep-
tember.

Mr. Ball also reported “about 4,500 So-

viét military specialists” were in Cuba,

“jneluding construction men and tech-
nicians.” We are now told that there
were about five times that number in
Cuba at the time Mr. Ball’s article ap-
peared

"The Defénse Department on October

19 and again on October 20 issued denials

that there were either offensive missiles

_or bombers in Cuba.

The foregoing record indicates’ with
abundant clarity why a large part of the
American people question the word of
this administration. The new policy of
news management has in fact become a
policy of mismanagement.

The article and television interviews
follow:

[From the Washington World, Oct. 19, 1962]
DoEs Cuba COMPRISE A MILITARY THREAT?—NO

(By George W. Ball, Under Secretary
of State)

Our policy toward Cuba is based upon the
assessment that Cuba does not today con-
stitute a military threat to the United States.
Without doubt it s an economic burden for
the Sino-Soviet bloc. It has value to the
bloc primarily as a base for the subversive
activities of international communism in the
Western Hemisphere.

The policy of the U.S. Government is di~
rected toward nullifying Cuba’s -usefulness
as a source of infection for international
communism, while at the same time render-
ing it more costly for the Sino-Soviet bloc to
maintain it for that purpose.

CGuba today is almost totally dependent °
upon the Soviet Union for its economic live-
lthood. Three-fourths of Cuba’s trade is
with the Communist bloc, and this percent-
age is increasing as other channels of the
trade dry up.

In the last few weeks we have read much

_ in_the newspapers of the milltary buildup of

Cuba by the Soviet Union.” Quite clearly it
does not constitute a threat to the United
States. .

Since July, when the volume of Soviet
military shipments to Cuba suddenly vaulted
upward, 85 shiploads arrived in Cuban ports.

-Many of them carried military items, sup-
. plies, and personnel.

. These shipments have consisted, in part, of

types of weapons previously delivered to the
Cuban armed forces, including more tanks,
gelf-propelled guns, and other ground force
equipment.
- -The major tonnage in recent shipments,
however, has been devoted to SA-2’s, surface-
to-air missiles (SAM's), together with all the
related gear and equipment necessary for
their installation and operation.

To date 15 SAM sites have been established
in the island. We estimate the total may
eventually reach 25. These are antiaircraft
missles having a slant range of 20 to 25 miles.
--In addition, three and possibly four mis-

. sile sites of a different type have been iden-
. tified. Thege sites are similar to known

Sovlet coastal defense m1ssxle sites that are
believed to accommodate a.ntishxpping mis-




SRS §y
M : ;

Ll W

- e <M

1963

To train enlisted women zgamxes
3d Recruit Training B%falltgg at Pa;'nﬁ
Islend, S.C., was activa

g their training.

's women marines are eligible
_serve in 26 occupational fields con-
125 job specialties.

.of the occupational fleids to

are assigned are: Personnel

tration, operational com-
ng, supply, intelligence, logis-
disbursmg,
sleciro , data proc-
egging, flight operations, photography,
‘alr ronirel, aerology, and public infor-

mﬁp

omen marines serve at every major
:post and station along the east coast and
ey also man stateside

-In ¢ nia,
m&l&z bmegh and perform oversea

d\g% in Hawall, London, Naples, and

‘Among the “frsts” recorded by the
“lady lea.themecks" last year are the

tnllowing
-1First. Lapce Gpl. Betty L. Field became
‘the first w. recruit to receive
the American Spirit Honor Medal since
1955, Tradiliopally this is awarded to
the putstang M&rnne l(;:orps recruit
. asic training
&?ﬁ&t{es of leadership and all-round

Becond, Pfc. Gharlss Corbett attained
est BYS q EVEL. cof neg 1£ tghe
_ oggr tions cler. cgum? of the Aylation
-Btorekeeper Scl ool, NATTC, Memphis,
Tebn., with a 915 average.
Tuuaird Ng.g,cx M Ash n 1960 graduate
oi gﬁ%n te course and
8 Mq I’yoke alumna, was commis-
gloned a secor nentenan.t io_Xondon,
Agh completed a
ford and
1e Corps

j‘rk at

nleargnce operal ‘ Tqm,
- Calif,, became the first w wpm maxms: to
. bregk the sound barrier w assen -
ger In a Marine jet trainer% glJ
mmo,ugh the pumberdoi wqmmLQ tpe

streugth of the’ corps——their sele tion
and tralning provides the Marine Corps
with & growing and continy

of well-trained, professionaily
- womien'ready to meet mobilization 1

Today a total of appmxlmatcly 180

sromen marine officers serve on active

in all ranks from warrapt omcer
7,&0 en-

thmug hthe 1 full ‘colone],
t A tqtal Q
Usted women are alsntgnm,
As they celebrate thelr
BAIY, Women 13&54 g

servists, continue fo col
own chapter of the history
C’orps )

Drevious order

niii'%.% i sqnn;,mgaxmm Mis
-souri [Mr Kmsml Ls recognized for 10

mmntes
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" _(Mr. KARSTEN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-

Women, marks and to includg 8 qewspaper
_officer candidates were sent fo | ﬁcq. “editerial) .
“¥a., during the summer mon _Te-

esks about. the
success, Qt the Kerr-Mills Act in. meeting
the problem pf paying for medical care
for aur seplor citizens, Qddly enough,
some of these glalms have been, puj for-
ward by people from my own State of
Missourl. Some of the claims have even
found their way into the columns of the
CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, . I say this is odd
because . the State of Misgouri has. no
medical assistance for the aged program
authorized by the Eerr-Mills Act passed
hx the Congress In 1960 as 8 substifute

or the medical care for the aged pro-
secial secuxity and rallroad

mm under
retrement which L along with many of
my distinguished colleagues, supported
at that time, and still support..

I can how my good friends
from New York find cause for rejoicing
in the accomplishments of the Kerr-Mills
Act, since, according to the latest report
issued by the Department of Health,

Education. and Wexaxgcovx:mx expend-

itwres Pnder the program jn. November
1962, 29.9 percent of all the $11.5 miilion
of Federal mnds granted that month
went Into that one State. Bui not a
cent of this Federa] grant mpney for
[/ gone to %g thg e;d_g Iy il in
State. not proud of this fact.
T'am only oﬂer g the observation thal
it 1s strange some appear to find in Kerr-
Mills the panacéa for all the health prob-
lems of the aging In my Btate and In
the Nafion. —

In the St. Louis Post-Dispatch an edi-
torial appeared on January 29, entitled,
“Kerr-Mills as a Flimflam.” I should
iike, at this point in my remarks, for that
editoral to be reproduced:

C T RERR-MILLS AS A FLIMFLAM

¥ith the debate on soctal security hos-
pitelization warming up, opponents agaln are
presenting the Kerr-Mills Act, already in
.force. aa the better mlternative. They also
imply that those who support President Ken-

. nedy's so-called medicare plan would un-

derming Kerr-Mills, Republlcau Represen-
“tative Byrwes of Wisconsin, for example, {8
nccusing the Department of Health, Educa-
-tlon. and Welfare of “dragglng its feet” on
Ker:-Mills, This is B debater's flimfiam
which should no longer obscure discussion.
Kerp-Mills is ine—for its purpose. Under
~this law, the Government offers substantial
help to cooperating States for the care of
“the needy sick, e cost has made the
*Btates rather slow to sign up. “Yet in 1982
the Government's contribution rose from
$8,300,000 to $24,200,000, and the number
benafited rose from 48,247 in the previous
yearr to 114,657. Even greater progress is
necussary if most of the sickness among the
poor 18 to be treated. And, who can be
sgainst that?
*Fet except insofar as EKerr-Milis is being
used as camoufiage, it has no very real bear-
4ng on the administration proposal. Xerr-
M.l.ua ds_for medical paupers. Social secu-
bospital insurance would help people.In
working years to avold thils pauperism
in’ thelr oId age. Inadequate as lts provi-
slors may be, they are meant to enable peo-
‘plé over 835 to maintain their dignity and
self-respect. Kerr-Mills 18 a giveaway, a
laudable one, whlie hospital insurance would
.belyp people to pay thelr own bills with their
OWD Imoney. ) . .
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Mr. Speaker, I agree w1th the opinionk
the editorial expresses that, “Kerr-Mills

is fine—for its purposes,” Its rightful

purpose, however, {5 not to constitute the
first line of defen.se against the rayaging
cost of illness for our older citizens, but,
,li.ke all of our public assistance programs
since the enactment of the hasic social
security program nearly 28 years ago—it
is a last resort. )

Perhaps it is their sound judgment of
this rightful role of Kerr-Mills that has
thus far kept the good citizens of Mis-
souri from acceptance of this program.
I have no doubt that once the Congress
has adopted a basic system of protection
against the high costs of health care
through social security which President
Kennedy advocates, the great State of
Missouri will adopt an implementation
of Kterr-Mms as an appropriate supple-
ment.

- (Mr, FRIEDEL (at the request of Mr.
ALBIRT) was given permission to extend
his remarks at this point in the Recorp
and to include extraneous matter.)

[Mr, FRIEDEL'S remarks will appear

. hereafter in the Appendizx.]

(Mr. FLOOD (at the request of Mr.
ALBERT) was given permission to extend
his remarks at this point in the Recorp
and to include extraneous matter.)

. [Mr. FLOOD'S remarks will appear
hereafter in the Appendix.]

A PRACTICE INSTITUTE FOR PUB-
LIC DEFENDERS

(Mr. SICKLES (at the request of Mr.
ALBERT) was given permission to extend
his remarks at this point in the Recorp
and to include extraneous matter.)

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, the jun-
for bar section of the District of Colum-
bia Bar Association in cooperation with
the Georgetown University legal intern-
ship program is offering an unique prac-
tice institute to aid volunteer attorneys
in defending the poor in criminal cases.
Hundreds of indigent defendants are
represented each year by volunteer law-
yers who are experts in their own field
of law, but who have little day-to-day
experience in the defense of criminal
cases. To insure that every person ac-
cused of crime gets expert representa-
tion, on February 16 and 17, 1963, g crim-
‘inal practice institute will be held at
Georgetown University’'s Gaston Hall
dealing with the law and tactics of Fed-
eral criminal trials. It is expected that
this program will go a long way toward
insuring equal justice for all regardless
of thelr financial status. The bar asso-
ciation in the Georgetown legal intern-
ship program deserves to be commended
for their fine effort in this regard. It is
hoped that this unique project will be
taken up by other bar associations and
law scw,thmughaut the country.
——

'ADMINISTRATION MANAGEMENT OF
NEWS CAUSES PROBLEMS

The SPEAKER. Under previous or-

der of the House, the gentleman from

R
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